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Germany 1s prosperous and well able to
finance its own defense. We Americans
should wake up and take a realistic and
practieal approach to our commitments. I
cannot conceive of any other nation so
rreely distributing largesse as we do. Cer-
tainly Germany, if 1t were in America’s po-
aition, would insist on, and get, its pound
ot flesh, with lnterest. And there are 10O
many U.S. generals and colonels happy with
ihings as tat as they are. What is needed
in a sharp knife. The Germans would sur-
vive and secretly admire us for it while
publicly screaming as if thelr collective
throat had heen cut.

As a former manpower specialist in the
Army, it occurred to me that, in line with
your 1dea of curtailing activities over here,
you and your distinguished colleagues might
tind some form ot a facts and figures study
aseful. Before my retirement in 1963, I was
the manpower chief for the Fourth U.S. Army
at San Antonlo, 'I'ex., for 4% years. In this
capacity I was successful in achieving a
measure of economy in the use of personnel,
although I was sometimes overruled by my
superiors who often had no stomach for de-
ilating the empire-building tendencles of
jheir subordihate commands.

I propose the conduct of a congressional
snanpower management annlysis or survey of
the military structure in Europe with a view
5o reducing those activitles still programed
for retention which prove to be unnecessary.
7 would be glad to discuss the matter further,
should you so desire, in any manuer you
might consider appropriate.

Very truly yours,
WaALTER A. RIEMENSCHNEIDER,
Lieutenant Colonel, U.S. Army (Ketired).

on. STEPHEN M. YOUNG,
iJ.S. Senate,
washington, DXC.

DEaR SENATOR YOUNG: It woas with great
interest that I read your thought-provoking
January 1966 ncwsletter, in which you de-
seribe our national burdens which accom-
pany the maintenance of huge military
forces in Westernn Europe. I am in complete
agreement with your thoughts and ideas on
ihis subject.

1 have recently returned from an 13-month
tour as an infantry officer with the US.
Army in Germany, and I am somewhat con-
yersant with the anachronistic situation
which arises out of keeping thousands of
soldiers and their dependents in a very pros-
perous country where the need for our pres-
enee is questionnble in such huge numbers
and under the present political situation.

I'he preat bulk of our forces Is in Western
{termany, and the West German Government
could very easily relieve us of some of our
aconomic burdens by increasing the number
of its own soldicrs to take the place of our
iroops in Western Germany. No doubt, the
West German Government would encounter
some political difficulties if it chose to in-
crease the size of its armed forces; the great-
est, opposition would come from the Eastern
fluropean Communist bloe countries. Ad-
ditional opposition would come from other
BEuropean countries and within Germany it-
self. I don't believe that the Soviet Union
would view the withdrawal of our troops
from Western Germany as a lessening of our
determination to defend cur West European
allies, especially if we make it clear that
any reduction in the size of our own forces
witl resull in a comparative increase in the
size of our allies’ Torces. If we were to begin
the withdrawal of our troops from Western
Germany, we would encounter some initial
oppostition from the West German Govern-
ment; but for us, with our present entangle-
ments in Vietnam. a reduction of our forces
in Germany would be the most logical and
intelligent step at this time. It is a fact that
West Germany has the means and the man-
power to increase its military strength to an
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optimum 1level, which would allow us to
maintain token forces there as proof of our
determination to honor our commitments.

The presence of large numbers of troops
necessitates a tremendous outflow of funds,
caused directly by their dependents. Bectuse
of these dependents, our Government must
provide family housing, schools, teachers,
hospitals, commissaries, service stations, de-
partment stores, and other services. Of
colirse, the slogan “Buy American” is widely
circulated among our forces in Germany, but
we're not getting at the cause of the jold
flow problem until the dependcents are re-
twrned to the United States. In some in-
stances, our troops who are living in biilets
in Germany are subjected to substandard
living conditions because necessary funds are
diverted to the upkeep of dependents’ quar-
ters. It would certainly be a step in the right
direction if officers and men were senit on
tours of duty to Europe for not more than
13 months instead of 2 or 3 ycars—without
their dependents, of course. The program of
13-month tours seems to werk well with our
forces stationed in Korea, so why shouldn't
a similar system be instituted in Germany?

all this leads me to ask: why hasn’t our
Government taken any steps to remedy a
situation which demands an intelligent and
timely solution? A few years ago, “Opera-
tion Big Lift” demonstrated that we are
capable of rapidly transporting large num-
bers of troops to Europe in a short period
of time. Therefore, why haven't at least
somo of the troops been withdrawn f{rom
Europe already? 1Is it our Government's
hesitation to offend our West German allies
which has precluded such a course of ac-
tion? As an interested citizen, I am curious
to know whether there exists iIn Congress
any organized efforts directed to the reduc-
tion of the size of our forces in Western
Europe. Do you, Senator Young, have rouch
support for your views on this subject?

Through your newsletters you are doing a
great service to your constituents, Senator
YounGg. You have perceptive views on a
great many issues, and I have become a reg-
ular reader.

WEesT BERLIN, GERMANY,
January 25, 1866.
Senator STEPHEN YOUNG,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SEnator Youna: I am an Air Force
wife, my husband is stationed at Templehof
Airport here in West Berlin. Last week on
Armed Forces radio, on the news segmont, T
heard of several proposals you have made
regarding servicemen in Europe. Being a
serviceman’s wife, I am taking this oppor-
tunity to write and tell you of my own
personal views on the subject. Perhaps you
will read my letter, perhaps circumstinces
will prevent you from ever even seeing 1it,
but nevertheless, I am golng to tell you what
I feel about “our” tour here, and feel Lelter
for getting it off of my chest.

Before I proceed, let me tell you that I
wholeheartedly agree with you that Euro-
pean tours should be lowered to at least a
12- or 13-month tour, and no families should
be allowed to come.

Since we were not allowed concurrent
travel, because of lack of adequate housing,
my husband was here 3!4 months before 1
joined him the middile of last July, with our
two children, In all that time, he was not
able to locate quarters for us, until we had
almost arrived in West Berlin, that's how
hard it 18 to find housing here. Being an
alrman first class in the Air Force, we are not
eligible for base housing here, which is run
by the Army, as is everything else In West
Berlin., They, the Army, do not recognize
his rank as being eguivalent to their
sergeants, consequently, we have to live in
the so-called economy. You just wouldn’t
believe what we lived in for 31 months, a
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dirty filthy basement, cold and damp, with
open sewer plumbing, no cooking stove, one
bedroom, the rooms so small four people
could hardly move around in them, for this
we pald $87.50 a month, plus we had to pro-
vide our own heat (coal), and pay electricity.
You never saw such dirt and filth in all of
your life, and since being here, my children
have been nothing but sick, my baby son, so
seriously ill in December, we had to have
surgery, from an infection he picked up.

Our last 3 months, November, December,
and now January, we are living in two rooms,
with a kitchen, in a dirty-filthy bombed-out
building, up on the fourth floor, it’s 78 steps
up and down, we have to share the bathroom,
this to me is the most unsanitary condition
ever dreamed up by man, we have to put up
with the noise of the other family’s comings
and goings as they use the entranceway too,
Consequently, we wake when they do, and
cannot retire until they do, for all of this,
plus all the noise, lack of adequate heat, and
hot water, no clothes-washing facilities, we
pay the grand sum of $95 per month. My
little girl, aged 4!%, has no place to play,
like back in the States, where they have
yards for kids. In West Berlin, it's noth-
ing but apartments and more apartments,
street after street, for as far as you can see.
Consequently, she cannot run around and
get the exercise and fresh air she needs. For
the past month now, my husband has becen
looking for another place for us to live, but
finding adequate housing here is next to im-
possible, on his pay. As it is, we cannot hard-
1y make ends meet, let alone pay the terri-
ble prices the German nationals charge the
American GI, who is over here protecting
them against communism. 7The going rate
for a half-way livable two-bedroom apart-
ment is anywhere from 500 to 600 DM, that
is $150 American dollars, plus heat, elec-
tricity, and gas, if they have it, and even
then, it would most likely be in an apart-
ment building higher than Pike's Peak. Tell
me Senator, when my husband brings home
approximately $153 on the 15th and 30th
of the month, how could we possibly pay this
outrageous amount of rent, and still be able
to eat, clothe the children, and llve like hu-
man beings.

Eating, that’s another story. I cannot for
the life of me flgure out why we cannot
enjoy the same benefits (prices) In the com-
missary here, as we do back in the States.
I realize that shipping food across the ocean
costs money, and someone has to pay for it,
but they obtain most of their vegetables etc.,
from right here in Europe, but we still have
to pay such high prices, that It’s virtually
impossible to make the dollar stretch into
decent meals for my family. Everything here
is at least 10 to 15 cents higher, in some
cases much more, than in the States. For
the very same item, and the varietics and
choices are nil. Even hamburger, which is
considered the cheapest thing you can buy
sells for 67 cents a pound. My baby has had
the same kind of baby food day in, day out
now for 61 months because they do not
stock more than three or four different kinds
of meats, vegetables, fruits and the like.
On lunchmeats, we're lucky to bring home
two @ifferent kinds, if, as I say, we are lucky,
most of the time, the cases are empty. I
think I'd fall over in a faint if T saw at least
an inexpensive smoked pork shoulder ham
on sale, let alone a regular ham, these are
just not available to us.

I could go on for pages about the prices,
and on how many things we have to do with-
out, either because it’s unavailable, or else
they just don’t have it. And, we are advised
not to buy any types of food, produce or milk
on the German raarket because even though
it’s edible, it’s very unsanitary, they do not
refrigerate meats etc, the doctor at the
hospital emphasized the fact that I must
not ever give my children milk bought on
the German economy because of the high-
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
dquestion is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Michigan.

The motion was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Sergeant at Arms is directed to execute
the order of the Senate.

After a little delay, the following Sen-
ators entered the Chamber and answered
to their names:

Alken TFulbright Morse

Allott Harris Morton
Bennett Hickenlooper Moss
Brewster Hill Mundt
Cannon Holland Muskie
Carlson Hruska Prouty

Case Inouye Proxmire
Church Jordan, Idaho Russell, S.C.
Clark Kennedy, Mass. Scott

Cooper Kuchel Simpson
Cotton Lausche Smathers
Curtis Long, La, Smith

Dodd Magnuson Sparkman,
Dominick - McCarthy Tydings
Ellender MecGovern Williams, N.J.
Ervin McIntyre Willlams, Del,
Fannin McNamara Yarborough
Fong Miller

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo-
rum is present.

Mr. THURMOND obtained the floor.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr, President, will
the Senator from South Carolina yield
without losing his right to the floor?

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that I may yield
to the distinguished Senator from Mon-
tant without losing my right to the floor ;
and that upon'my resumption, my speech
will not be considered as a second speech
on this legislative day.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

MOTION FOR CLOTURE

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
send to the desk a motion for cloture and
ask that it be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
motion will be stated.\
The legislative clerk read, as follows:
CLOTURE MoTIoN

We the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, hereby move to
bring to a close the debate upon the motion
to proceed to the consideration of H.R. 77,
an act to repeal section 14(b) of the National
Labor Relations Act, as amended, and sec-~
tlon 705(b) of the Labor-Management Re-
porting and Disclosure Act of 1959 and to
amend the first proviso of section 8(a) (3)
of the Natlonal Labor Relations Act, as
amended.

Mikr MANSFIELD.

Par MCNAMARA.

WAYNE MORSE.

EpMUND S. MUSKIR,

PHILIP A. HarT,

Danrter, K, INOUYE.

R. F. KENNEDY.

J. K, Javits,

JOSEPH S. CLARK.

TrHoMAS J. MCINTYRE.

Paun H. DoucLas.

GaLe W, McGEE.

STEPHEN M. YOUNG.

DANTEL BREWSTER.

CLAIBORNE PELL.

WALTER F. MONDALE.

FRrRED R. HARRIS.

Epwarp M. KENNEDY.

JOHN O. PASTORE.

CLINTON P. ANDERSON,

HENRY M. JACKSON.

JOSEPH M. MONTOYA.

HARRISON WILLIAMS,

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT FOR DIVISION
OF. TIME ON CLOTURE MOTION

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, will
the Senator from South Carolina yield?

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
am pleased to yield to the able minority
leader under the same conditions under
which I have heretofore yielded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I ask
the majority leader whether it would be
appropriate at this time to agree to a
division of the time before the vote on
Tuesday, because 1 hour will be avail-
able for discussion,

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes. Mr. Presi-
dent, T ask unanimous consent that the
1 hour on Tuesday prior to the vote on
the cloture motion be equally divided
between the minority leader, the dis-
tinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr.,
Dirxsen], and the senior Senator from
Montana. )

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Based on
the advice of the Parliamentarian, the
Chair states to the Senator from Mon.
tana that, without objection, his request
is agreed to.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, T ask
unanimous consent that any speeches
made within that hour not be charged
as speeches against Senators who are
speaking.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the dis-
tinguished Senator from South Caroling.

The unanimous-consent agreement,
subsequently reduced to writing, is as
follows:

UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT

Ordered, That on Tuesday, February 8,
1968, before the Senate proceeds to call a
quorum and then vote on the cloture motion
to bring to a close the debate on the motion
to take up H.R. 77, that the 1 hour of
debate allowed under rule XXII be equally

divided and controljed by the majority and
minority leaders.

AMERICA’S STAKE IN THE YEAR OF
THE HORSE

Mr. KUCHEL. Mr. President, will the
distinguished Senator from South Caro-
lina yield?

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, un-
der the conditions I have heretofore set
forth, I yield to the distinguished Sen-
ator from California.

Mr. KUCHEI. Mr. President, last
Thursday, January 27, 1966, I was hon-
ored to speak on the campus of the Uni-
versity of California, Los Angeles, at the
midyear graduation observance, when
some 1,600 students were awarded de-
grees. I ask unanimous consent that the
text of the address I made on that occa~-
sion be printed at this point in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows: :

AMERICA’S STAKE IN THE YEAR OF THE HORSE
(Partial text of remarks by U.8. Scnator

THomas H. KucHzL before the midyear

graduation observance of the University of

Callfornia, Los Angeles, January 27, 1966)

Chancellor Murphy, members of the grad-
uating class, honored guests, my fellow citi-

zens; I am highly honored that you shoul¢
Invite me to speak at this midyear gradua-
tlon observance here on the campus of this
illustrious school. I share your pride in
UCLA. The quality of its education Is the
very highest, Graduates from here have gone
on to asume impressive roles of leadership in
this vast metropolitan community, in our
State, and country, and, indeed, beyond our
borders. UCLA performs an indispensable
service to the lfe and vigor of our country.
I am privileged to call some members of your
star-studded faculty my friends. I know
your distinguished chanceilor by his distin-
guished record in education. I salute him as
one of our national leaders in university ad-
ministration, and in our country’s program
for international educational exchange.

California colleges and universities play a
major role in the dissemination of ldeas
among all of us at home, and between our
people and those in other lands. One out
of six foreign students in the United States
studies in California. I am acquainted with
some of .UCLA’s highly successful programs
in this hemisphere and elsewhere. I know
the verve and the vigor with which they
have been undertaken, and their construc-
tlve contribution to mutual understanding
and improving relations between America
and the family of nations.

Californians have a long and creditable his-
tory of participation in the foreign affairs
of this Nation. Years before we became the
most populous State, there was a dispropor-
tionately large number of Californians in the
Forelgn Service of our Government in our
National Capital and In overseas posts. That
trend continues.

The State Department reports that, in the
last 10 classes of young men and womnen
appointed to the career Foreign Service, in
each class, there were more men and women
from California than from any other State.

The role of the United States in this world
continues to grow. Each of us, in his time,
is called upon to play his part. The luxury
of our individual American cltizenship car-
ries with it heavy duties, which must not be
shirked, If our free Republic {s to remain
and is to improve. That, I think, is what
education, at least in great part, 1s all about,
Presumably, in learning to use our brains
to think with, we are better qualified to be-
come better citizens and better human
beings. We are more sultably equipped to
follow the rule of reason in trying to solve
the complex problems which beset us at al-
most every turn. I urge you, in your life~
time, to accept fully your duties as Amer-
icans, and to participate actively, as citizens
or as servants of the people, in the discus-
sion, and, hopefully, in the solution of public
questions. Some of those questions are
here before us in our own State.

Our society cannot stand growing social
unrest which erupts into violence and wide-
spread disrespect for law. Our society is
based on respect for order and the law. One
of our challenges is living together in peace,
beginning here at home, in our own neigh-
borhood, and in our own communities. We
need to solve the welter of soclal problems
which spring from illiteracy and poverty and
hate. We need to demonstrate that democ-
racy can work, and does work in America,
and that our dream of equal dignity and
equal opportunity, under law, is not a sham.
Never in our history has the opportunity for
progress been so great, the training so avail-
able and the sclentific achlevements so plen-
tiful to do the job as in our own time. Your
generation faces enormous challenges in
every sphere, in perpetuating our Republic,
in seeking to advance toward s just peace,
in extending to the weak and impoverished
natlons of this world at least s ficker of
hope that they may live their own lives in
some safety where none existed before, and
yet may conquer the age-old riddles of
famine, ignorance, and disease. Our power
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T am told that the fact s we have a
urplus of milk. ‘Therefcre, it makes no
se Lo me to depr.ve millions of school-
niidrin of the milk they need.

An { cxamine the President’s proposals
or new, untried, and unproved spending
srojects wt home and abroad, T wonder
el cannot be made in these question-
! ard shaky progroas instead of

wsle
obbirer vital support ior Federal im-
Led areas and our own American
whool hunch progran.

i sincerely hope that the Congress will
o [iL lo restore these unwise culs.

THNATTOR YARBOROUGH-—-MAN Of
e YEAR OIN VETEICANS AFEFATRS

iy, KENNEDY ol assachusetis.
M. Prosident, no Member of the Senate
nreds Lo be reminded of the outstanding
work that Senavor Harer YARBORCUGH
has done in the arca ol veierans allairs.
An chasrman of the Veierans Subcom-
mubbee since 1959, he has ingroduced and
snided mmore than 20 veterans bills to
pussage. These bills have prought edu-
eabional opportunities, dependents bene-
. and retirement and disabilily pen-
s 6y Lhe men and wormen who have
sved honorably in the armed services
o pur country. Fis Loundless encrgy
sad dilizence on maglters aifecting the
fare of American veicrans and their
ifumilies nave inspired tlie many Senators
who have had the privilege to serve on
his subcommittee. Sen:tor YARBOROUGH
1is shared with many of us his cxtensive
rnnwledre and experience so that we in
ihe Senate have a grealer awareness of
the far-reaching necds ol this deserving
wiody of citizens.

Yast week [ was priviieced to speak ot
a luncheon given by Lhe Nalional Asso-
siatior. of State Dircctors of Veterans
Affairs honoring this diriinzuished Sena-
{or as the “Man of the Year in Veterans’
AlTaire.” It was parlicularly gratilying
Lo see thab veterans groups throughout
this Nation are aware of iis concern for
{aeir wellare.

T omaking bire preceniation of this
Triph award, Mr. Fete Wheeler, past presi-
deng ol the Wational Association, stated:

Af the Nationn! Conventron ol the Stake
Inrectors ol Veterans' Aduudrs last year, we
coeleciod noman for our Mo et the Year Award
wiho best refiects Lhe qu: Ltses of dedication
i L betierment of troe veterans in Lhis
Fabion.

sartor WALPEL YARuCkoroH  has oserved
wibh distinction ns the chaitman of toe
Senile Veterans' Affairs $ubcommitiee since
14959 and he has worked on vvery major picee
of velersng legislation which hus become Law
Adurrag e Lust o yoars,
fymnolic of his spirit and dedication is
renr fight to have the coid war GI bill
cd. Senator YARDURCUGH tathered,
and has now griciusced through the
 the iden of a cold war GI bill.
ie of hls cooperition with the vet-
sreanivations of Lhis Nation, his active
work ‘n all areas of velerans aflairs, and his
inuay accorplishments veterans leglsla-
Lion, il gives me great honcer to present Scn-
alor YaRBonroUGH with Lhws silver cup im-
seribed to the “Man of the Year” In vet-
arans olindrs.

vir. President. by this award the na-
tional association honorcd Senator Yar-
sonovue for his achicvements. But, more
than that, it is a recognition of his fore-

sight and understanding which made
these achievements possible. This rec-
ognition is particularly timely and mean-
ingful now that the House of Representa-
tives is about to act on the cold war GI
bill. The senior Secnator from Texas
started the fight for this bill many years
ago. In 1359 he neared success when it
passcd the Senate but died in the House.
During tie first session of the 82th Con-
gress we in the Senate voted favorably on
the bill for a seeond time and sent it to
the House. I am confident that the
House will act favorably on the bill rext
weelk, and by so doing will brinz to suc-
eesstul fruition tne Senator’s cliorts on
behalf of the American veteran.

No onc has beet a more faithiul friend
1o ithe veteran and his fumily that Sen-
ator YarsopoueH. No onc has addressed
himself as clearly, nor dedicated himsell
as fully to the important job of seeking
out and satisfying the needs of the vet-
erans of this country. The senior Sona-
tor for Texas deserves an award as man
of the year in veterans affairs, but I
would say that in reality. he has heen the
man of the years for veterans.

INDEPENDENCE DAY IN CEYLON

Mr. HARTKE. Mr. President, 18 years
ago today Ceylon became a fully inde-
pendent member of tiwe Commonwcalth
of Nations. It is fitting that we should
take noie of this Republic as she cele-
brates her national holiday.

Wwith her governmental institutions
patlerncd upon the PBritish parliamen-
tary madel, Cevlon has nurtured a demo-
cratic multiparty system within the
framework of her own social and eco-
nomic patterns. 'Today she is particu-
larly pressed by the need for rapid eco-
nomic expansion. Great strides ar2 re-
quired to outdistance the pace of popu-
lation growth and the attendant de-
mands on cconomic resources. Falling
prices for Ceylon’s primary exports of
tea, rubber, and coconut have skrunk
forvign exchange carnings—earnings re-
guired o pay the mounting costs of im-
ports. Ag a result, the Ceylonese Gov-
ernment has felt compelled to engage
itsclf more actively in economic aifairs.

1T e international arena, Ceylon
steers an independent course of non-
alignment.  Such independence, how-
ever, is certainly not io be construc ed as
indgifference. Indeed, during the =ino-
Tndian border conflict in 1962, Ceylon
played ar important role in seeking to
mitigate the turbulemce. In 1863, she
likewise took the initiative in attempting
tv ease the relizious tensions which
stirved Soutlh Vietnam.

Mr. President, I weuld like to acd my
eongratulations and compliments to
those of well-wishers around the world
wha todsy salute Ceylon.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Yhe VICE PRESIDENT.
ther morning business?
business is closed.

Mr. TEURMOND. Mr. President—-—

T'he VICE PRESIDENT. The Scnator
from South Carolina is recognized.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, has
morning business been concluded?

Is there fur-
if not, morning
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‘he VICE PRESIDENT. Morning
bu.iness has been concluded.

PL OPOSED REPEAL OF SECTION 14
‘b) OF THE NATIONAL LABOR RE-
1 ATIONS ACT, AS AMENDED

r4r. MANSFIELD. Mr. President,
wt-at is the pending question?

‘'he VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
las s before the Senate the pending ques-
ticn, which is the motion of the Senator
from Montana [Mr. MansrFIeLn] that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
th: bill (HR. 77} to repeal section 14(b)
of ihe National Labor Relations Act, as
ar .ended, and section 703 (b) of the La-
bo -Management Reporting Act of 1959
ar 1 to amend the first proviso of sec-
ti-n 8(a) (3) of the National Labor Rela-
ticns Act, as amended.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Scnator
frm South Carolina is recognized.

ar. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
st rest the absence of a quorum.

sMr. MANSFIELD Mr. President, is
it the Senator’s intention that this be a
liv ¢ quorum?

Mr. THURMOND. A live quorum, Mr.
P esident.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk
will call the roil.

The legislative clerk called the roll,
a.d the following Senators answered to
tieir names:

[No. 28 Leg.]

Anderson Gruening Pearson
B.rtlett Hart Pell

P8 Hartke Rando'ph
Bhle Hayden Ribicofi
Fowgs Jackson Ru-sell, Ga.
Bord, Va. Mansfield Saltonstall
Ford, W. Va. McGee Thurmond
I ivksen Mondale Young, Ohlo
T mglas Monioya

Core Pastore

wr. LONG of Louisiana. I announce
that the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
1. w1, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
}MeCLELLAN ], and the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. METCALF] arc absent on official
b asiness.

1 also announce that the Senator from
Tdiana (Mr. Baval, the Senator {rom
Iiorth Dakota [Mr. Burpick], the Sen-
otor from Mississippi [Mr. EasTLAND],
e Senator from North Carolina {Mr.
Jorpan!, the Senator from New York
| Mr. KENNEDY], the Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr. MownronNey]l, the Senator
from Wisconsin | Mr. NeLson], the Sen-
stor from Oregon [Mrs. NEUBERGER], the
“enotor from Virginia [Mr. ROBERTSON],
- he Senator from Mississippi [Mr. STEN-
111, the Senator from Missouri [Mr.
ymineToN], and the Senator irom
seorgia [Mr. TALMADGE] are nccessarily
whsent.

Mr. KUCHEL. I announce that the
wnator from New York [Mr. Javirsl,
‘he Senator from California [Mr.
«rurpayl, and the Senator from Texas
Mr. Tower] are necessarily absent.

The Senator from North Dakota ['Mr.
vouNcg) is absent on official business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
rass in the chair). A quorum is not
sresent.

Mr. HART. Mr. President, I move
ihat the Sergeant at Arms be directed
ro request the attendance of absent
Senators.
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to do good ls pgreat, but, in recent months,
the power to do evil and the threat of grow-
ing conflict have divertzd our attention.

In China this is now the year of the horse,
a time of great activity, and of greater uncer-
tainty. It would make life simpler, I sup-
pose, if we too had our lives prearranged
in the orlental manner. It would be pleasant
and reassuring to pass from the year of the
hawk to the year of the dove. But we have
no such ancestral contrivances readily avall-
able, no simple forecasts, except to say that
this 1s the year of Vietnam. I would lke,
therefore, to speak for a few moments about
this grave question, and its relationship to
all of us at this gathering.

I have a difficult story to tell. Our Natlon
is in trouble. So, indeed, is the wotld. The
events of the next day, or days, or weeks, or
months, may well affect the course of man’s
journey, for generations, maybe for all time.

After 20 years of constant armed conflict,
the fabric of life in the South Vietnamese
countryside has largely been ruptured. Tra-
ditionally, a Vietnamese farmer’s existence
centered on his family and his land, with
hopes that his sons would till his land in
his old age. When the sons leave to fight,
or are conscripted to fight, this pattern is
destroyed. Two decades of infiltration and
subversion and conflict, with mounting fury
have damaged or destroyed life in the vil-
lages. Fields cannot be tilled, family exist-
ence is gone.

Some newsmen have come back home from
Tndochina with the thought that many peo-
ple in South Vietnam might well choose to
be Red rather than dead. They suggest that
the people have been brought down to &
level of life, at which even communism
seems acceptable, If 1t means a peace of any
kind. '

In 1954 a million people left North Viet-
nam for the South. Since then the South
Vietnamese have taken enormous punish-
ment in defending themselves agalnst the
Vietcong, under the banner of a self-styled
misnamed war of liberation; 117,000 casual-
ties have been the toll. In 1965, 700,000
people fled from their homes to avold living
under Communist rule. How can we ac-~
count for this determination to resist, unless
there 1s a strong belief in life and freedom?

What should be our concern for our neigh-
bors abroad? If our country has gone to the
ald of a friend which seeks our help, should
we, when difficulties mount, terminate our
assistance? I do not see that that would be
a very good moral rule to live by.

Whether you agree or disagree with our
policy in Vietnam, the fact is that we are
there—for what purpose? I would answer
that we are there only for the purpose of
assuring, or of helping to assure, a people’s
right to chart their own course, unhindered
by acts of aggression from without thelr
borders. We have applied a measured force
in seeking to obtain this limlited objective,
which surely stands for decency and integ-
rity by which we wish our country to be
guided.

We seek to deter aggression, to make clear
that its cost 1s, and should be, too high to
pay. We believe that disputes among na-
tions ought to be settled at the conference
table. As a citizen, I applaud the President's
“pause.” I have no patience for politicians
who publicly pick out their favorite bomhb
sites, as thelr personal nostrum for ending
the conflict. Nor do I have any patlence
for those who want to turn around and go
home. The Communist North Vietnamese
and their Chinese allies appear to be confi-
dent that ours is not an enduring commit-
ment, and that the year of the horse may
help to demonstrate the correctness of thelr
view. If the Communist so=called war of
liberation were to be victorious here, make
no mistake: others would follow elsewhere.

There is no understating the value of
convineing the people of Asla of the integ-

rity of our commitment. The doctrine of
the “Mandate of Heaven,” which was widely
held in ancient China, holds that the diety
is always on the side of the victor. A corol-
lary of this doctrine holds that it is wise to
support the side which appears to be win-
ning, and to desert the loslng side, if the
dark hours seem near.

There has been a firm response from the
free nations of Asia—from Korea, Australia,
New Zealand, Thailand, Malaysia, Formosa,
and the Philippines. A reawakened and dem-
ocratic Japan has asserted its initiative in
constructive diplomacy in search of a solu-
tlon to the dilemma. In addition, Japan has
taken the lead in the creation of the Aslan
Development Bank to strengthen the sinews
of a free Aslan soclety.

Even in Indonesia there has been a reversal
of a depressingly long-term trend toward
Communist rule, and I suspect that our
larger presence in southeast Asia has given
courage to those who now resist that move-
ment. :

The answer, I think, 1s to be neither hawk
nor dove, but to move forward resolutely to
stop aggression, to limit the war in accord-
ance with our objectives and to try to bring
about a just peace in southeast Asla which
would have some hope of endurance. We
seek no conquest. Our victory will be free-
dom, lndependence, and peace for South
Vietnam. That 1s our goal. That is our
policy. To assure these ends, we must give
the peoples of southeast Asla faith in a
society, designed in accordance with Asian
traditions, and built on a foundation. of dem-
ocratlc principles. .

How can we implant faith of others in
the democratic system? We must begin with
e firm faith In ourselves. Life, liberty, and
the pursult of happiness, those other values
which we hold dear, are not empty, meaning-
less phrases. Indeed, they are functional and
fundamental ideas which have- determined
the structure of our own free American insti-
tutions. Our bellef in these ideas lives on
in our youth. They can be and have been
transmitted to other societles.

Our Nation continues to evolve new insti-
tutions to meet the requirements of this
new era in which we live. This capacity to
grow and to adapt to a changing society has
been the genius of our American system. We
are casting new forms. We are still experi-
menting, in and out of Government, with the
problem of how to msake men bhetter, not
slmply how to make them richer. We have
bullt whole new organizations, the Peace
Corps 1s a fine example, and we continue to
study and to seek Improvement in govern-
ment at home, and in the business of living
together on this vastly shrunken planet.

We desire no shoddy lmitation of the
United States. We are not doctrinaire. The
chief advantage of our system is its flexibility.
‘We will help foreign nations build their so-
cieties on the democratic 1deal. We do not
expect to export our own unique institutions,
but we can teach forelgn nations, from our
own experience, to bulld on these beliefs and
on the knowledge galned from an exchange
of 1deas of friends.

We have shown our determination to
accept in full the consequences of our belief
in the brotherhood of man, and of our de-
termination that communism will be defeat-
ed by the “good news” of democracy. I do
not always agree with the pessimism of Al-
bert Camus, but I do agree that he who
despairs of history Is a coward, and that we
must “* * * hold obstinately to that tre-
mendous wager which will finally decide
whether words are stronger than bullets.”

The winning of this wager is a job for all
thinking men and women. It represents the
stakes for our country in the year of the
horse. That is why, my fellow Americans,
we must kecp the faith,

Godspeed and good luck to all of you.

2035

VIETNAM

Mr. ERVIN. Mr. President, will the
distinguished Senator from South Caro-
lina yield?

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that I may yield
to the distinguished Senator from North
Carolina without losing my right to the
floor; that his remarks will appear else-
where in the RECORD——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
had not finished my request: and that
my resumption will not be counted as a
second speech.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair anticipated the Senator’s request.

Mr. THURMOND. I wanted to be cer-
tain that the full request would be agreed
to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair submitted the request to the Sen-
ate. Without objection, it was agreed to.

Mr. ERVIN. I ask unanimous consent
that I may make the following remarks
without their being counted as a speech
upon the pending motion to proceed to
the consideration of the hill to repeal
section 14(b).

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the request of the Senator
from North Carolina is granted.

Mr. ERVIN. Mr. President, as I see it,
we must face certain stern realities in
attempting to reach a conclusion con- -
cerning Vietnam and our connection with
it. These stern realities are as follows:

First. Communism has not yet forsaken
its purpose of world subjugation. Proof
of this statement is found in the fact
that both Russia and China are furnish-
ing weapons to North Vietnam.

Second. North Vietham, a Communist-
controlled country, is using these weap-
ons to arm the Vietcong forces, which are
composed in substantial part of trained
men from North Vietnam and which are
directed by officers placed in their com-
mand by North Vietnam.

Third. The question of whether or not
the United States should be engaged in
war in South Vietnam is an academic
onhe. As a matter of fact, we are already
engaged in such war and our servicemen
are being killed and wounded daily in
this war.

Fourth. Only three courses of action
are open to the United States. The first
is to settle the war by negotiation; the
second is to fight the war with a will to
win it; and the third is to withdraw our
forces from South Vietnam and thus sur-
render southeast Asia to the Vietcong,
who are simply Communist agents.

The President has been attempting to
reach a settlement by negotiation. Do~
spite the entreaties of virtually the en-
tire civilized world, the only nations
which can negotiate a settlement; that
is, North Vietnam and China, have con-
temptously rejected the President’s offer
to negotiate.

This being true, the hope that the war
might be settled by negotiation seems to
have degenerated into an empty dream.

As a consequence, it seems that the
United States must either fight or with-
draw—a withdrawal being equivalent to
surrender. As I see it, the United States
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cannot aiford to withdraw. If it does so,
all the Asiatic countries, including India,
will fall under Red Chinese domination,
and all the free world will lose whatever
nonfidence its people may have in us. I
hesitate to think what this would por-
tend for the freedon. of Malaysia, the
?hilippines, Australia, New Zealand, and
cven of the United States itself.

Daniel Webster once said that God
vrants liberty only to those who love it
and are ready to guard and defend it.
America must be ready to guard and de-
fend liberty even il such act necessitates,
as it apparently does, standing firm and
firhting in South Vietnam. As Xipling
s»nid of Britain in the early days of the
I"irst World War: ~

No eansy hopes or lies : 1
“hall bring us to our goal *

7.

o S e v

CONFESSION OF ERROR FOR OUR
VIETNAM FPOLICY IS NEEDED

Myr. GRUENING. Mr. President, will
the distinguish~d Senator from South
Caroling yield?

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that I may yield
iv  Lhe distinzuished Senator from
Alaska under the same conditions that
{ heretofore yielded to the distinguished
Henator from North Carolina.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
nlzicction, it is so ordered.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, to
the 15 and more of my colleaisues who
urged the President not to resume bomb-
ingr, his decision to do so is a matter of
deep regret. Bombing of North Vietnam
for 10 months nroved totally ineffective
to achieve the objectives which its pro-
ponents sought, and indeed, merely stiff-
rned the resistance which our forces
encountered.

I have received a great number of let-
ters from all over the country approving
the action of my 15 colleagues and my-
self, Scme of these letters which were
written just before the resumption are
illustrative of the widespread tfeeling in
1his country.

While I have urged for nearly 2 years
thatl the action which the President has
now taken, for laying the issue before
the Sccurity Council of the United Na-
tions, is most welecome, it would have had
n hetter prospeet of success if it had not
been accompanied by & resumption of
hombing whicih largely nullifies this
sadly belated move, Had this been done
rioht after President Johnson’s election,
as it was widely assumed, in view of his
compaign utterances that some such ac-
tion would takc piace, it would have had
;. much pgreater chance of success. I am
x1i11 howeful that despite the ghastly
snerifice of lives and treasure that have
iaken pluce since that time, it may not
be Loo late to secure a ceasefirc and a
solution at the conference table.

Of course, it is no sccret that T dis-
arree wnolly with the premises on which
pur steadily escalaling military inter-
vention in souiheast Asia is based. The
rerord, as set forth in an official publica-
tion by our administration, entitled:
“¥Why Vietnam®” clearly indicates there
wis no national commitment, no solemn
pledge for us to send our young men into

-

corbat in South or North Vietnam. Nor
is there evidence that we were aske:d in
by a friendly government, which is one
of the administraticn's allegations.
President Eisenhower’s letter to Diern of
October 1954, makes clear that the
initiative for the offer of aid came
through him and not from Diem, al-
though that would not have mattered,
since Diem was our puppet brough! by
us from the United States. In any
event, President Eisenhower merely
offered economic aid, and that sukject
to many conditions in the way of reforms
and improvement of performance, wilich
were never carried out.

/ President Kennedy mistakenly took the
Jadvice of Secretary McNamara—wiose
forecasts have proved -consistently
wrong—by sending in a large number of
advisers, perhaps to a total of 15.000.
But these were merely advisers. 1t is
only in this administration that we have
sent troops into combat and started
bombing.

I applaud President Johnson's efforts
to get to the conference table, but unless
the premises are altered, unless we are
willing to confess error, unless we are
willing to admit that there has beecn as
much, if not more, aggression by us than
by the opposition, unless we are willitig to
admit that we engaged ourselves on one
side of a civil war—and obviously the less
popular side—and unless we are willing
to negotiate with the people who ar¢ ac-
tually doing most of the fighting, the Na-
tional Liberation Front or Vietcong, all
peace offers are going to ke ineffective
and devoid of real meaning.

We have been supportinz a coriupt,
unpopular regime, and allezing that we
are fighting for freedom. The evidi:nce
to that effect is conspicuously lacking.

Tit the course of my long fight aguninst
our present involvement in an undeclared
war in Vietnam, I have received thou-
sands of letters from every section of the
country—from people from all walks of
life—supporting mv position.

Thus from a minister ang his wifu liv-
ing in Ann Arbor, Mich., I receiv:d a
letter reading in part:

In the pood name of owr American ideals
and purposes, and in the name of saniiy, we
urge you to resist any pressure to muke a
formal declaration of war.

We believe that our Government shouid be
willing to negotiate with the National Lib-
erntion Front. We believe our Government
should be looking for ways to form an in erim
government in Vietnam under internatiional
arrangements which would make a ceascfire
possible. We believe that we should be using
the United Nations in a search for ways to
gen the negotiations started. We believe we
should honor the commitment whichy we
made when we joined the United Naticas to
sellle our disputes peacefully. We bolieve
that any widening of the war in Vietn:m is
morally indefensible—and that it threatens
the entire world with intolerable destruc-
tiom. We believe our present policy of count-
ing most heavily on military solutions iz los-
ing us the respect of peoples throughour Asia
and Africa—who have a far botter ability to
urderstand the needs and aspirations of
Asians in  this moment of history-—and
whese friendship we need.

From a couple in Palo Alto, Colif,,
comes this sage advice: .

‘We think it is terribly important thot the
whole question of the Vietnam war be de-
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bated publicly and the more good reasons
that are presented publicly for our get-
ting out, the more able will be our Govern-
ment to make peace and still have the respect
of its people and the confidence of those gov-
ernments around the world which look to us
for support. It would be a great step for-
ward for the American people if we could be
sufficiently impressed by arguments primarily
concerned with the morality, or lack of it, of
our being in Vietnam. But there are plenty
of arguments against our continuing there
from the most practical point of view and
people like Senator MaNsrieLD and Ceneral
Gavin are helping to supply these. President
Johnson needs the latter type parvicularly,
since he is an eminently practical man.

From a doctor in New York City comes
the plea:

Please continue all efforts to avoid resump-
tion of bombing, to scek negotiated settle-
ment, and to end this dishonorable war in
Vietnam.

Thank you and congratulations.

From a housewife in Wilton, Conn.,
comes this statement:

We know we cannot win militarily in Viet-
nam and that the problem of the Communist
threat will not be settled there. Why must
we kill our young men, and the Vietnamese,
to prove this?

This is a protest against enlarging the war
and the resumption of bombing, and a plea
for ingenuity and direct action to bring about
negotiations before it is too late.

From a lady in Honolulu, Hawail,
comes this letter:

Thank you for your appeal to President
Johnson to continue the suspension of U.S.
bombing in North Vietnam.

It is of the utrnost importance that Con-
gress retain control of foreign policy, and use
the help of United Nations.

More power to the brave 15.

From a man who has lived in Vietnam
for a number of years comes this letier:

As one who has lived in Vietnam for a
number of years, I can only express to you
my support and appreciation for the
courageous position which you fook last
week on the question of U.S. policy in that
unhappy country.

I think that it cannot be denied that
America’s best interests are not being served
by a continuance of the policy which we
have been following in Vietnam In recent
years, a policy which has only served to
alienate the Vietnamese people and Asians
generally.

I hope that the Senate will continue to
encourage o public exomination of this ill-
conceived policy.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that a representative sampling of the
letters I have received be printed at the
conclusion of my remarks, giving only the
sender’s initials, the town or city and
State of the sender.

There being no objection, the repre-
sentative sampling of letiers was ordered
to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows:

StockToN, CALIF.,
Januwary 15, 1966,
Senator ERNEST GRUELING,
Senate Office Building,
Washingicn, D.C.

DEAR SuNATOR GRUENING: We waeleome
your voice raised in behalf of sanity and de-
cency, and we hope you will be untiring in
your efforts to bring about an end to the
needless suffering and slaughter of Vietnam-
ese, and the unworthy and futile sacrifice
of the lives of young Americans in what can
only be described as a very unworthy cause.

Mr. and Mrs. S. AND J. 5.
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Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
The Senate,
. Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR GRUENING: I want to ap-
plaud your speech to the Senate on January
14, in which you urged that the United
States declare an immediate cease-fire and
withdraw from Vietnam.

I am thankful for your courageous stand
and I hope it will cause others in the Con-
gress to do some soul searching and find
the courage to face the truth and speak out.

The terrible consequences of our globalis-
tic policy have been stated so clearly by men
of great intelligence and vislon, and con-
sclence, that it can only be self-interest and
lack of courage that will keep Congress from
moving quickly to stop further escalation of
the war in Asia.

Most sincerely,
Miss L. G.

SaN Francisco, CALIF.

OARRIDGE, OREG.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: I wholeheartedly
support you in your view that we have no
business unilaterally in waging the war in
Vietnam,

I admire your consistency and courage in
holding firm to your position.

It is a pity that the American lives are
sacrificed to save face In a cause that ap-
parently nelther the North nor the South
Vietnamese people want. The line may have
to be drawn somewhere sometime, but South
Vietnam is not the time nor the plﬂ.ce

Respectfully yours,
Mr, B. T.

P.8—1I llved in Takotna, Alaska, when you
lived in Juneau, Alaska. I like your record.

Itaaca, N.Y.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate, Washington, D.C.:

As pioneer in serious consideration of Viet-
nam congratulate for national consclousness
meaintain bombing pause hegotiable.

Mr. 8. 8. P.

San ¥Frawcisco, CALIF.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Am unalterably opposed to granting fur-
ther financial support to Vietnam war. Op-
pose bombing of North Vietnam.

Miss C. G.
HaNover, N.H.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR GRUENING: We support the
halt in bombing and urge that you encourage
exhaustive efforts for negotlation with all
parties including the Vietcong.

Mr. A, H.
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING.

DEeaR SENATOR: As our Senator from Alaska
I feel something should be done about this
undeclared war in Vietham. We ought to
go in and finish it or get out. The Presi-
dent and Mr. McNamara seem to run Con-
gress and the Senate Instead of the re-
verse. Why the Senate lets this continue
I don’t know. The power to war should
be in the Senate not in the hands of two
Democrats who do as they please, I feel
that we are at war so why not put it to
the Senate and say that we do declare war.
Our funds for progress in Alaska are being
cut because of this condition and dam proj-
ects are being delayed. Why? (Nedersham
and Rampart.)

Why we can't get the Federal funds loose to
pave the Seward on a crash program I don’t
know. It's only 18 miles of dust now and

could be completed this coming summer in
6 months, May to October 1866 if someone
would get behind this. The centennial of
1967 with the expected 350,000 visitors will
travel on dirt roads and this leaves a good
impression. We bullt the Alcan 2,000 miles
in 18 months, so why can’t we build 18 miles
in 6 months?. I for one went to Homer lagt
summer bubt never again until it's all paved.
Rocks 6 inches In dlameter, dust so thick
you can’t see the next car and I broke a
spring on my car. The tides held up traffic
and construction bypasses were not even
graded but full of holes, ete.

Now I don't know how you feel about
these 1tems but a lot of good Democrats will
be voting on the other side of the fence if
something isn't done to help our economy
up here. The Army district engineers are
going to RIF and are forcing engineers to
take annual leave to keep golng. The USAT
had a good program this year but money was
taken from here to support McNamara's war
and the voters here, union and civil service
workers will move elsewhere. Just thought
I'd let you know.

Yours truly,
Mr. A. M. W.

SEEKONK, Mass.

- Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,

U.S. Senate, Washington,

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: I wanted to
commend you for having sighed the letter
to the President calling for a continued
suspension of bombing of North Vietnam.
You and Senator Morse have led the opposi-
tion to “Mr. Johnson’s war,” and 1t is most
gratifying to see the growing number of
Senators who are jolning you—STEPHEN
Young, J. W. PULBRIGHT, FraNK CHURCH,
Jor CLARK, etc. I belleve that there must
be an end to this illegal and immoral war,
and now Is the time. I am certain you will
support the two resolutions that Senator
Morse is introducing todey. I have urged
Senators Epwarp KENNEDY and SALTONSTALL
to support these resolutions, but neither man
will do so, I fear.

I watched the CBS debate yesterday, as I
am certain you did. I belleve that Senator
MorsE really stole the show with his logic
and factual statements. The peace move-
ment Is on the move, and I hope we can stop
Rusk and the Pentagon Irom producing
Woarld War III—just to defend a brutal mili-
tary dictatorship agalnst what Senator
Youna has correctly called a clvil war in
South Vietnam, I only hope and pray that
our side—the forces of peace—will prevalil,

I commend your stanhd—past and present.
I wish you the best in the coming months as
this debate will grow more heated. You are
one of the very small handful of true states-
men in the Congress.

Best regards.

Sincerely, -
Mr. W.B.D.
P.S—"“Beat your swords into plowshares.”

New YOrK, N.Y.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Ojffice Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Continue opposition to Vietham policy,
press for cessation of bombing in Vietnam.
Negotiations with Iliberation front. Prompt
American military withdrawal. Responsible
and factual reporting to American public,

Miss B. B.
SanNTA FE, N, MEX.
Hon, ERNEST GRUENING,
U.8. Senate, Washington, D.C.

My DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: We heartily
approve your stand against bombing of
North Vietham, and we hope you will use
your influence in every way possible to pre-
vent further escalation of this confiict.

Sincerely yours,
Mr. D. B. H.
Miss K. H.
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LARKSPUR, CALIF.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: This is to thank
you for your morally courageous stand on
Vietnam. Please stand firm on the mainte-
nance of a cease-bombing of North Vietnam,

May we assure you that we are only two
of many in our community of whom you have
earned our respect and gratéfulness.

Yours very truly,
Mr. and Mrs. H. W. O.

RAYMOND, CALIF,

Desr SENATOR GRUENING: We watch with
great interest and admiration your crusade
against the Vietnamese war. We strongly
support cease-fire and negotiations now,
We look to you for leadership in this respect.

Sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs. B. D.
CAMBRIDGE, MASS.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
Senator from Alaska,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: We applaud your
continued efforts to probe the administra-
tlon’s actions in Vietnam and the Dominican
Republic. The Senate should regain its
reputation as a deliberative body rather than
remain the President’s rubberstamp in the
area of foreign affairs. Pressure for negotia-
tions and agalnst futher spread of the Viet-
namese war into Laos and Cambodia must
be kept upon the administration, particu-
larly the Departments of State and Defense,
We must stop U.S. atrocities, especially
bombing and chemical warfare, in Vietnam.
Each day we remain there and continue those
practices, we further alienate the nonwhite
world and step closer toward general war.

Our interference In the Dominlcan Re-
public has gone far to destroy any good feel-
ings that were left over in Latin America
from the Kennedy administration and the
Alliance for Progress. Social reform is com-
ing in Latin America whether we ald or
oppose 1t. We must remove the image (and,
we fear, the reality) of generally being on the
side of the status quo. How much better it
would be to return to the spirit of the
Alllance for Progress.

Purther, we would urge you to press for
serious disarmament proposals, abandon-
ment of MLF (and any other proposal that
would diffuse control of nuclear weapons),
and Increased trade and cooperation with
eastern European nations.

We oppose the President’s suggestion of
increasing the terms of Representatives to 4

years., One of the bodles of the Congress
should reflect short-range changes of public
opinion.

Sincerely,

Mr. and Mrs. G. E. G.

JANUARY 22, 1966.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senator, Alaska, N
Washington, D.C.

Dpar SENATOR GRUENING: I am writing to
you early in this 2d session of the 89th
Cong~ess to urge you to encourage all moves
toward peace in Vietnam—such as the ces-
sation of bombing North and South Viet-
nam-—and the early withdrawal of American
fighting troops.

Sincerely,
J. M. E.

NEw LONDON, CONN.

Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
The Senate,

United States of America,
Washington, D.C.

DEgar Sir: It has been sometime since I
last wrote you. I am of course still in favor
of your stand concerning this country’s poli-
cies in Vietnam. I hope that the recent lull

&
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in bombings has been & collective result of
Lhe agitation of millions of Americans who
1 s you do. I can only hope that the ces-
wiion of hombing will continue.

15 must be added that I feel that the ideas
axpressed in this Sunday’s edition of the
Mew York Times cditorial represents a posi-
Live approseh to the problems that remain.
. addition this country must conlinue to
search for peace regardiess of the average
ions of the other side. They have little
won to have failth in us as you must
roealive.  Is there anything left ol the Ge-
navy agreement oo the 1950's9

i Lials eountry is to make any sipnificant
contributicn to worlid history it must take a
moral stand-—stop war, make peace, and help
inedd Lhe hungry, hoih physical and spiritual
and intellectual, etc., of the world. We have
ihe power to da this. Imagine the results
it we were to spend 25 percent of our na-
tionel budget on peace and reduce the 50
enf we spend on war.
ave taken thie liberty of sending coples
ol this letter to Fenators DIRKSEN, KENNEDY,
i, and STENNIS.

Hincerely yours,

. B, H.
HvANSTON, ILL.

WicHITA, KANS.
ilon. BERNesT GRUBNING,
7.5, Senate, Washington, D.C.

Sm: We are gratetul for your opposition to
the resumption of the bombing of North
Yietnam.

We believe thnl, the problem of Vietnam
should be turned over to the United Nations.

We urge you to continue to do your ut-
most to attain a peaceful solution to the war.

You have our tull support.

Very truly vours,
Mr. and Mrs. .7 N. M.

PrInanrLrisIa, Pa.

fTon. EeNesT GRUNNING,
sSenate Office Building,
wWashington, D.C. .

i’saAR SENATOR GLUENING: I am in favor of
your stand againslt resumption of bombing
nit North Vietnoam. I would go further. I
anve reluctantly come to believe that it iIs
the wrong war in the wrong place at the
wrong time. The people I talk to here in
Philadelphia, 1 annbly well-educated and
well-informed, are becoming increasingly dis-
ilusioned with President Johnson’s per-
formance in regard to Vietnam and incCreas-
ingly concerned that by presidential fiat this
country can be plunged into a major war of
Lhe President’s making. What a pity we
finven’l the puts Lo say we made @ mistake,
and get the hell out.

Yours respuetiully,

(55

A L.

sienalor ERNEST (IRUENING.

DEAR M. GRUENING: When you toured
California, I heard vou speak on Vietnam.
i was glad to hear someone who was trying
Lo nchicve peace in Vietnam.

so I am very pglivd to hear of your recent
letler, along with the other 14 Senators, to
khe President. 1. i extreraely important to
conttinue the bombing pause. Ouly in this
way can we have apy hope of peace-—we will
unly have a longer war if we bomb. and make
people more resenttal.

1 am a college student, of drafit age. Many
o my friends disaprec with my position of
being against the war in Vietnam, but none
ol them want to figsht. I don’t think very
many people over Lthere do want to fight,
from (hose of ry friends who have been
dralted, and their reports. We don’t want to
i, The sooner peace is achieved in Viet-
anm., the better.

fiome people teel as 1 do: not onty do we
nol want to die, we don’t want to Kkill,
Whether or not they are the enemy, it is no
fun Lo Kill 15-year-old boys.

1 personally appreciate your efforts teward
peace in Vietnain, and strongly support you.
Very truly yours,
Mr. D L.

BrOOKLYN, N ¥,
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAr SENATOR GRUENING: It is with a very
heavy heart that I write to you, now ihat
the bombing of North Vietnam has been re-
sumed. Nevertheless I want o expres: my
deep gratitude for your efforts in behuif of
peuce.

Iverything you have done and are «oing
is so wise, so right, so mora:. You ire a
truly great man, a most extranrdinary man.
If only our administration had men of vour
caliber.

Please stay as wonderful as you are and
please continue deing all you can to stop
this horrible war.

Sincerely.
Mrs. H 5.
HARRIGONEBURG, VA,
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

TwaAR SENATOR GRUENING: I want to con-
gratulate you c¢n your courageous bul un-
heeded proposa’s to continue the bonibing
lull in North Vietnam. I hcpe your con-
cern for an early peace in that troubled iand
w:ll soon be a reality.

The failure of the earlier bombir: to
achieve any meaningful purpose make: the
resumption scandalous in the eyes of
thoughtful and concerned people arcund
the world. The U.S. Government shou!d be
mecre interested in eliminating the military
regime and feucdal economy of the South in-
stend of bombing the North.

You have recently received a copy cl the
speclal Vietnam issue of the Gospel Hirald.
These articles reflect the views of the Mcenno-
nite Church, of which T am & member. I
hoae you will have opportunity to rea: the
accounts of the Mennonite Church in & lion
in Vietnam and why we oppcse this war.

Very sincerely,
Mr.J. & L.

GreEaT NECK, LONG I[SLAND, N Y.
Seaator ERNEST GRUENING,
U.5. Senate.
Washington, D.C.

Dear SevaTor: May I tuke this opportun-
ity to express my admiration for your trave
stand in opposing the administration’: im-
moral and unnecessary war in Vietnam

I am urging you to continue your e{orts
on behalf of peace:

starting with the immediate cessatin of
bombings of North and South Vietnan: in-
itinting direct negotiations with all p:orties
concerned, including the NLF; arrangii for
an immediate cease-fire; supporting free elec-
ticns for all Vietnam as stipulated by the
Geneva accords of 1954,

Dur resources are needed at home—do not
erant President Johnson’s demands fcr ad-
d:lional moneys to prolong and escalate the
wir.

Please give this plea your seriocus cousid-
eration.

Respectfully yours,

Mr. F E.
AUBURN, WaRH.
Hon. BERWEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate,
Senate Qffice Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR GRUENING: I have read with
savisfaction that you are among the Senuators
opposing the resumption of the Vicinam
bombing. I am also happy to see your name
linked with that of the Honorable Senator
WAYNE MORSE of Oregon in questioning the
power of the President to involve our country

Approved FopRelease R005106/29: SHARDPETRIDHSRO00I000200088, | 1155

in a state of war (for that is certainly what
it is), without the sanction of Congress.

I fully agree with all who question the
efficacy of our actions in North Vietnam. I
am not an unpatriotic American. I am try-
ing to be a thinking American. I feel that
the image we are presenting to the world
is a very unsavory one. As ihe most powerful
nation on earth, we should be the leader in
establishing a peaceful coexistence with all
nations without making them conform Lo
our standards. I feel that in continuing Llis
war, we are not only dumping our economy
down the drain, but we are again sacrificing
the youth of our country for a purpose that
is certainly not clear to a multitude of peo-
ple. If an enemy is battering against cur
shores I will be the first to help stave them
off, but this action is something I cannot
understand. What can we hope to gain even
if we (is “win” the word) ? We cannot hope
to police “this” country forever, nor can we
expect these-people to accept our govern-
ment as we accept it. There is tco vast a
difference in education and culture. Twenty
years ago we were fighting the Japanese. 'l'o-
day we arec living in peaceful coexistence.
Will this be true in another 20 years with the
Vietnamese? If so, why all this useless sacri-
tice of the very best of our youth. We are
everywhere stressing education. Yet, we are
preparing to draft from the seniors in high
schol and the students in our colleges. What
are we being left with, the dropouts and the
mentally retarded?

I feel that the office of the President has
become entirely too powerful. This is still
a country run by the representation of the
people, or should be. It does look like this is
becoming a thing of the past. The Constitu-
tion of the United States is still a good und
strong document and I hope you thinking
Members of Congress will see that it is up-
held.

Thank you for reading this letter. I had
the pleasure of meeting you when I lived in
Ketchikan, and I respect your good judg-
ment. I wish you success.

Sincerely,

K.H.L.
HoworLuLu, ITawarlr.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Washington, D.C.

DrarR SENATOR GRUENING: Thank you for
vour appeal to President Johnson to con-
tinue the suspension of U.S. bomabing in
North Vietnam.

It is of the utmost importance that Con-
aress retain control of foreign policy, and use
the help of United Nations.

More power to the brave 15.

Respectfully,
Mrs. R. L. &.
SaN FranNcisco, CALIF.

Dgar SENATOR GRUENING: My husband and
I would like to thank you and express our
support for the position you and other Sen-
ators and Representatives have taken on
postponing resumption of bombing in North
Vietnam.

We hope and pray that President Johnson
will pay heed to Senator FULBRIGHT and the
demand for full congressional hearings on
this involvement. We fecl our Government
has made and is making a terrible mistake
morally and politically in the way it has con-
ducted this whole affair.

Thank you, and don’t be discouraged in
your opposition, please.

Sincerely yours,
Mrs. V. N.

Ermira, N.Y.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.
DEAR SENATOR (GRUENING: Thanks for your
courage in saying the things that need to be
said about our Vietnam position.
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Many, many people sllently believe what
you are saying, but it is not popular at this
time to admit it. Our country is not really
behind our acgts there, but are caught be-
tween being loyal or sensible, -

I hope you will contlnue to speak your
mind publicly on this matter.

Sincerely yours,
Mr. G.F. H,
ANN ARBOR, MICH.

Drar SENATOR GRUENING: I applaud your
great efforts in behalf of peace in Vietnam.
Please continue the good work to bring the

- war there to an end and to the conference
table.
Sincerely yours,
Mrs. E.L. K.
Bronx, N.Y,

Senator E. GRUENING,

Senate Office Building,

U.S. Senate,

Washington, D.C.

Sir: I would like to take this opportunity
1o thank you for your efforts and to urge you
to continue those efforts toward opening dis-
cussion on the floor of the Senate regarding
the alarming situation in Vietnam,

At this crucial moment, we need the mind
and voice of thinking people to prevent esca-
Jation and to bring to an end a war that is
destroying our youth—-the future of America.

Thank you.

Very truly yours,
Mrs. E. H.
TEMPLE, TEX.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Chamber,
. Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: This letter is to
congratulate you and praise your stand with
reference to the Vietnam war. The growing
and unhappy attitude of many people toward
Presidential leadership has resulted from
sober and intellectual analysis of this Na-
tion’s Vietnam involvement.

In the President's state of the Union mes-
sage, he stated the enemy is losing elght men
to our one. In the long run, there is little
consolation in this ratio of losses when our
actual and potential enemies in Asia have far
more eights than we have ones. And the fur-
ther fact, we are fighting them In their front
doors, while we are 8,000 miles from ours,
presents a difficult mlilitary situation,

Since the Vietnam war did not result féom
a declaration of war by the United States, the
people have been deprived of information
that would have been disclosed had the issue
of a declaration of war been discussed in the
Congress.

I note that Senator JoHN STENNIS, of
Misslssippi, stated that while he opposed our
involvement in Vietnam in the first place,
we are committed and have to stay in and
win, There arises here a disturbing situ-
ation because it is admitted by Senator
STENNIS that we should not be involved at
all, but since we are we must continue to
prosecute the war. If this war should be
prosecuted in these circumstances, then we
should defend the commission of any na-
tional error as fully and to the same extent
that we should defend rightful conduct.

This war came upon the Nation from an
act of national blunder.

Yours very truly,
Mr.H.T.
SUNNYVALE, CALIF.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.: :

We unreservedly agree with your reported
statement that we must negotiate a settle-
ment In Vietnam. Golng into Vietnham was
the worst error in U.S. history and we must
withdraw and regaln the respect of people
all over the world.

Mr. G. A.P.
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Davis, CaLIF.

Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate, Alaska,
Washington, D.C.:
Our immoral conduct in Vietham has al-
ready lost us all prestige. Please get us out.
Mr. B. M.
San ANTONIO, TEX.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senator from Alaska,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We want to thank you and congratulate
you for asking for a cease-fire in Vietnam
and withdrawal of U.8. forces from that
country. The drain on our manpower and
natural resources will eventually make us
defenseless. While the flower of our man-
hood is serving the interest of other nations
whose friendship 1s doubtful, alien cltizens
are being subsidized and allowed to replace
our own citizens in U.S. industry and agri-
culture, may we suggest a return to realism
as & national policy. We are not members
of any pacifist group.

J.W.P.
BALTIMORE, MD.

DeAR SENATOR GRUENING: Having set foot
on Alaska soil this summer, though briefly,
completing contact with 50 States I feel
justified In writing to you.

I offer you my encouragement in your work
to bring to an end the war in Vietnam. I
feel that the outspoken criticism of our ac-
tions there by you and many others has
helped in starting the present peace moves,
Congress as a whole has fallen way short of
adequate discussion of the goals and how to
achieve them, realistically. Perhaps in the
near future we can again be proud of what
our country does.

Mr. G. N. W.

NEwWTON, MASS.
Senator GRUENING,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C.;
Strongly support your efforts to end our
involvement in useless and immoral war in
Vietnam.
Miss M. C.
ATLANTA, Ga.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C.:
If we continue this Vietnam war we will
lose the freedom we say we are fighting for,
Mr. J. E. M.
SEATTLE, WASH.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Butlding, Washington, D.C.:
Please denounce our senseless slaughter
and savagery in South Vietnam. Demand
reasonable terms for NLF.
Mrs. A.F. B.

San FrRANCISCO, CALIF.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. GRUENING: I am dismayed by the
resumption of bombing by the United States
in Vietnam.

It is my hope, as I'm sure 1t is the desperate
hope of people of goodwlll all over the
world, that the Congress will now persist in
measures to review the whole matter of the
American role In southeast Asla, the possi-
bility of neutrallsm as a goal rather than
victory, the advisabllity of calling upon the
United Nations to arbitrate the present
fighting—and above all a review of the Presi-
dent’s authority to conduct one-man war.

This last is without question the most
urgent Issue of our time, Regardless of the
right or wrong of any current problem, a
blanket authorization glving the executive
the power of one-man war was a terrible
mistake on the part of Congress. It may
possibly prove to have been the ultimate
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mistake, unless the Congress promptly and
vigorously acts to repossess itself of its right-
ful power in this regard.
Sincerely yours,
Mr. W. B.

P.8—May I ask your office to send me
another copy of your speech entitled “An
Appropriations Request Cannot Be Used To
Authorize an Undeclared War”—1I have had
several coples of this speech, which seems to
me the best statement yet made on the Viet-
nam war, but keep giving them away.

PHILADELPHIA, PA.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SenaTorR: Thank you for your con-
tinued and tireless stand against the disas-
trous U.S. policy in southeast Asia.

When the planners of the U.S. Constitu-
tlon worked out checks and balances, they
envisaged men of conscience and competence
in the Senate, which thank God we have—
some.

Sincerely yours,
Mr, A. J. B.
SNOHOMISH, WASH.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: Just & line to ex-
press our appreclation of your signing the
letter to the President urging the continua-
tlon of the suspension of the bombing of
North Vietnam. (We feel virtuous about the
suspension as though we ever should have
started it.)

We are still hopeful that something will
prevent the resumption of this horror and
shame of our country and that we will really
get on with securing a ceaseflre and drawing
in the United Nations. We are more than
ever disillusloned with the President (for
whom we voted), that he would proceed as
he has when he could use the swelling senti-
ment in the Senate, and in the country, to
support a stand for peace and negotiations
(other than in words).

The 15 Senators involved would undoubt~
edly recelve much more mail in this vein
were it not such a task to write 15 letters.
We are also writing our own Senators re-
gretting that their names were not included
(and wondering who is going to vote demo-
cratic In the next election, providing there
is one).

Sincerely,
Mrs.I. R. P.
BroORLYN, N.Y.

Dear SENATOR GRUENING: Our warmest
thoughts are with you in your struggle to-
ward the achilevement of a just and lasting
peace in Vietnam.

I wish to thank you on behalf of our-
selves and our young children,

Sincerely yours,
Mrs. B. G.

Los ANGELES, CALIF.

‘ Senator ERNEST GRUENING,

Senate Offlce Building,
Washington, D.C.:
Please keep fighting the administration.
America will not support a major Asian war.
Mr. D. H.
ANN ARBOR, MICcH.
Hon, ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR GRUENING: We urge you to
give your support to a reasoned and informed
congressional debate on the situation in
Vietnam, ang on our objectives there and on
our responsibilities in international rela-
tions, In the good name of our American
ideals and purposes, and in the name of
sanity, we urge you to resist any pressure
to make a formal declaration of war.

We helieve that our Governement should
be willlng to negotiate with the National
Liberation Front. We believe our Govern-
ment should be looking for ways to form
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an interim government in Vietnam under
international arrangements which would
vinke a cease-fire possible. We believe that
we should be using the United Nations in a
~ourch. for ways to get the mnegotiations
sturted. We believe we: should honor the
commitment which we made when we joined
thie United Nations to settle our disputes
pear~tully. We helicve that any widening
i Lhe war in Vietnam is morally indefensi-
le—and that it threatens the entire world
with intolerable destruction. We believe
inir present policy of counting most heavily
11 military solutions is losing us the respect
of peoples throughout Asia and Africa—who
tove o far better ability to understand the

needs and aspirations of Asians ia  this
rnoment of history---and whose Ifriendship
wir need.

il is our hope and plea that you will give
your support to such changes in our present
policy which will lead to a sane and peaceful
wolulion in Vietuam under international
uidance.

aincerely,
Mr. and Mrs. M. F.

*aro Avto, CALIF.
Venator EENEST GRLUENING,
Semate Office Building,
Washington. D.C.

irag BSENATOR GEUENING: Our warm thanks
i«; you for your public support last week of
Henabor Youwe's speech advocating with-
drawal of our forces from Vietnam. We have
been aware of your point of view on this
malbter and again want to congratulate you
at your courage in taking an unpopular po-
sition.  We do feel that history will favor
¥our position anc certainly more ami more
people are coming wround to it.

We think it Is terribly important that the
whole guestion of the Vietham war be de-
Lated publicly and the more good reasons
ithat are presented publicly for cur zetting
anl, the more abic will be our Government
. muke peace arul still have the respect of
it people and the confidence of those gov-
cratnents around the world which look to us
fer support. It would be a great step for-

ird for the American people if we could be
uificiently impressed by arguments primarily
voncerned with the morality, or lack of it,
o our being in Victnam. But there are
vlenty of arguments against our continuing
rre {rom the most practical point of view
vl people iike Senaior MANSFIELD and Gen-
davin are helping to supply these.
dent Johnson needs the latter type par-

i,
Agzain, our thani
Yours sincers

. and Mrs. A. C. R.

GIENDALE, W. Va.

2T BRNEsT GRUENING,
sendte Office Bulliinga,

woxt ot your address to the Emergency Civil
Liherties Commiltee regarding the Vietnam-
cne war and woudd ke to commend yvou for
weous sti-na you have taken on this

: 1 wani vou to know that I sup-
. you wholehe:

[n uthe crucial year ahead, I sincerely hope
Ll you will challenge the administration’s
annbion on Vietnam and insist that it stop
Lving and lay the facls before the American
poeople. I oalso hope that you will challenge
phe poewer of the nilitary as a policymaking
body and relegate il to its proper role in a
emoeratic society - that of servant of the
{2 rather than master. And, finally, I
ou Lo seek lLire withdrawal of American
Lrnops from Vietnam and do everything in
vour power to bring an end to this brutal
wiid wajust war,

wincerely youars,

Mr. . EC K.

TEANECK, N .J.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Diar SENATOR GRUENING: As one who nas
livecdl in Vietnam for a number of years, I
can only express to you my support and ap-
preciation for the courageous position which
you. took last week on the question of I.S.
policy in that unhappy country.

I think that it cannot be denied that
America’s best interests are not being served
Iy o continuance of the policy whaich we have
beern following in Vietnam in recent years, a
policy which has only served to alienate
the Vietnamese people and Asians generully.

I hope that the Senate will continue to
encourage a public examination of this ill-
concelved policy.

Very truly yours,
Mr.R.S. .

Senilor ERNEST GRUENING,
.8, Senate,
Wushington, D.C.

Lhzar SENaror: We continue to support
your stand on the Vietnam question. We
support continued peace cfforts and we are
opposed to future bombings. However, bthe
inost immediate concern is the legal quesiion
wit (.8, activity in Vietnam. We do not be-
liecve that President Johnson is constitu-
vivnally empowered to prosecute this war.
Iy whatever name, the United States is
condusting a war and only Congress has
power to declare war. We do not believe the
1964 resolution give the President unlimited
powers in this sitwation. If the President is
unwilling to consult with the legislative body
thien Congress ought to take the initiative.
We fcel that it is necessary to maintain the
Lraditional balance of power sc essentia: to
ihe proper functioning of our system.

Sincerely,

Mr.and Mrs. A, M.
.8 —We nlso support your bill to coordi-~
nate and disseminate birth conwrol informa-
tiom.

WicHTITA, KAN:S.
Senator ERNEST GRUEBNING,
Senate Office Buildihg,
Washington, D.C.

Diar SENATOR (GRUENING: The courage vou
dernonstrated in joining with the other 14
Senators in the statement Lo President Joan-
s0n concerning Vietnam was both hearten-
ing and thrilling to those of us who have
felt. so helpless in the face of a headlnng
rush into a stepped-up war. It is evident
that such outspoken leadership is necessury
if world peace is to be formulated.

May we encourage you to contionue your
affaorts to put Congress back into the roic of
1endershin.

Ve personally object strenuously to wny
more of our mcney going into a Viet:.am
war. There are workable alternatives wiich
nol. even the President should be allowed to
igmore.

Sinceraiy,
Dr. and Mrs. M. B
Oeaxr1aND. Carnre,
fenator TaNksT GRUENING,
Senale Office Building,
Waschington. D.C.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: I tnank you ior
your courage in speaking out against the war
in Vietnam. I am in complete agrecn.enf
withh you, and with the statement made by
Mr. Marriner Eccles. I urge an immed:ate
hait to the war.

Sincerely yours,
Mrs. V. W, 5.

NEW YORK, N Y.
Senator ERNEST CIMUENING,
U.5. Senate,
Weshington, D.C
DDEAR SR This is slmply to tell you bow
much I, and I believe many other Americans
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like me, appreciate your courage in speak-
ing against further escalation of the war in
Vietnam.

I need not go into my reasons for being
opposed to our policy in Vietnam-—a failure
in American diplornacy ever since 1948; po-
litically ineffective and misguided since 1954;
and morally and militarily wrong, as well,
since 1963.

No answer iIs neoeded to this letter.

Sincerely
Miss J. B.
Los ALTOS3, CALIF.,
January 17, 1966.
Senator ErRNEST GRUENING,
Senate Ofjice Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: Thank you for
your Friday speech agalnst our Vietnam
policy. May you toon be joined by some
ollier voices.

Very sincerely,
G. W, F.
Bronx, N.Y.
Senator A. GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
U.S. Senate,
Washington. D.C.

Dear Str: Permit me to thank you for your
efforts and to beg you to continue those
efforts toward open discussion on the floor
of the Senate regarding the alarming situa-
tion in Vietnam.

At this crucial moment, we necd the mind
and voice of thinking people to prevent
escalation and to bring to an end & sense-
less and futile war.

Thank you.

Respectlfully yours,
Mrs. M. I

Los ANGELES, CALIF.,
January 25, 1966.
Senator ERNuST GRUENING,
Washington, D.C.

HownorabBLE SIr: A friend has just sent mie a
copy of your address re our involvement in
Vietnam, New York Times, December 11,
1965, Even at this late date, I wish to ex-
press my admiration of your fine moral cour-
age In moving against the so-called con-
sensus.

The lack of debate on the Vietnam issue
in Congress has appalled me. Idon’t see how
anyone who has studied the 1954 Geneva
accord can escape the conclusion that we are
the real aggressors, that we have set up as an
independent state what was to have been
merely a temporary political division, that
we have prevented the free election promised
in the accord. The Vietminh and Vietcong
were swindled, and anyone with human
imagination (as opposed to the computer-
type mind) must have predicted that they
would fight hard and resist another conlc
ence, Your statement that the commitme
we are supposed to have made have
conditional on the Saigoén government mak-
ing social reforms agrees with my impression,
And according to the Christian Science Moni-
tor, January 24, 1966, the Ky regime still
presents a depth of “apathy, corruption and
entangling redtape.” How many Ameri
lives is it worth to maintain Ky in poweor?

I'm not for throwing Ky and his ilk to lhe
wolves, but I would like to see permanent
cessation of the bombing, and immediote
strategic withdrawal to coastal enclaves, with
good evidence that we mean to promote a
free election and stand by the results, and
withdraw ag soon as the situation can be
stabilized, We should publish our desire
(not mere willingriess) to negotiate with the
NLF. We should adopt and implement U
Thant's recently stated conditions, and use
the U.N. to the fullest.

President Johnson's plan for the Mekong
development is all to the good, but he should
press the senrch for negotiations even harder
than he has.
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Hoping that you will continue to press
your point of view and stir up as much de-
bate as possible, I am

Gratefully yours,
Miss C. F.

‘WEST LAFAYETTE, IND,
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DeaR SENATOR GRUENING: We would like
to make our feelings known to you concern-
ing the Vietnam war. We oppose escalatlon
of the war and additional commitment of
United States troops to Vietham. We believe
it is the wrong war at the wrong place at the
wrong time with the wrong people. Ad-
mittedly, U.S. honor and prestige 1s impor-
tant, however, the lives of American men is
more important in this particular situation.

Sincerely,
Mr. J. C. M.

Las VEGas, NEv,
Senator GRUENING,
Senate Office,
Washington, D.C.: .

The Southern Nevada Committee for Peace
in Vietham wishes to express our support
for your efforts toward ending the Vietham
confilet.

THaeE SouTHERN NEVADA COMMITTEE
FaR PEACE IN VIETNAM,
35 Members
(Names could be sent upon request).
HinspALE, ILL.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: Does the TU.S.
Government really want peace? I'm be-
ginning to have doubts.

Now that the spectacular of our roving
emissaries produced nothing beyond the
knowledge that President Johnson is.a great
showman, let’s get down to business.

U Thant and 1,000 unlversity professors
from Illinois suggest we include North Viet-
nam in these talks. This makes sense. We're
going to have to talk with them sooner or
later and U Thant indicates that the climate
is right.

If President Johnson sincerely wants peace
let him prove it.

Sincerely, .
Mrs. R. W.
ArpENTOWN, DEL,
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DrAR SENATOR GRUENING: There are several
of us in the Wilmington, Del., area who have
great respect and admiration for you, your
views, and your courageous willingness to
express Yyour convictions publicly even
though they are unpopular with great num-
oers of Americans, Senators, and Presidents.

‘We are particularly appreclative of your
statements on the war In Vietham and wish
to give you our wholehearted support. Our
only regret s that we do not have someone
like you for our own Senator.

I have been asked to write informing you
of our support. With the current request
from the President for a speedy approval
to his 81276 billlon request for aid to
the war In Vietnam it seems an opportune
time to dramatize our oppositlon and to
take every step we can to prevent passage
of this bill. We therefore ask what possi-
bility there is of waging a fillbuster on this
bill to prevent its passage and to bring to
the attention of the people of this country
a full-scale debate on the issues of this war?

Not only would this bring national atten-
tion to those who oppose the war in Con-
gress, but it would also delay and possibly
stop this money being appropriated and per-
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haps help to end the continuing murder ln
this tiny country in southeast Asia.

We are writing this letter to you and to
Senator MorsE because we feel that you are
two of a very few In Congress to whom we
can turn for support in opposing our illegal
and immoral actions in Vietnam. We hope
and pray that soon this war will be brought
to an end.

Sincerely,
Mr. R. K.
MOCORESTOWN, N.J.
Senator ErRNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEeAR SENATOR GRUENING: Although not a
resident of Alaska, I feel I must write to you
and congratulate you on your outspoken op-
position to our present policles in Vietham.,
I sincerely hope that you and Senator FuL-
BRIGHT can really point out the fallacies of
our position and persuade other Scnators
to follow in your position. I understand
that Senator McGoveErN and Senator FRANK
CHURCH, of Idaho, questioned very much our
present program. . .

We are already in a very serlous situation
and the further the struggle continues the
worse off we will be. This being a civil war
in South Vietnam, we should certainly en-
deavor to negotiate with the liberation front
leaders and not support Premier Ky, who ap-
parently is disliked by the majority of the
Vietnamese people.

Respectfully yours,
Dr. S. E. 8.
Los ANGELES, CALIF.

DeAR SENATOR GRUENING: As an American
and Democrat who voted for L.B.J. and peace
in 1964, I am appalled by the deception and
enormous waste Inherent In any colonial
war of the Vietnamese type.

Please continue to do all that is meaning-
ful to achieve a just and lasting peace in
this embattled area so that, among other
things, we can get on with fulfilling the great
hopes of this country.

Is it that we keep up a continual cry for
peace, a cry no one seems to believe, while
shooting from the hip?

Sincerely,
Mr. 5. W,
ST, PAUL, MINN,
Senator ErNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEear Sewaton: I want to express-my sup-
port and commendation to you on your posi-
tion, as reported In the papers, in regard to
our involvement in the war in Vietnam.

I certainly agree that our involvement
there s a tragic mistake and that every ef-
fort should be made to get out. If we don’t
we will still be fighting there in 1980, un-
less, of course, the war is escalated in which
case none of us may be here In 1980.

I admire your courage in expressing your
views on this subjcct which are contrary to
the popular opinion that we are somehow ir-
revocably involved in that tragic deplorable
war,

I would like to call your attention to a
couple of articles that appear in the Decem-
ber 18, 1965 1ssue of the Saturday Review of
Literature. If you have not seen them al-
ready, I am sure you will find them
informative,

Respectfully yours,
Mr., F. C.
HoNoLULy, HawaIl.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR GRUENING: The Committee

on Vietnam of the Honolulu Friends Meeting
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has today sent to President Johnson the fol-
lowlng telegram (with similar messages also
sent to Secretary of State Dean Rusk and
Senator WiLLIAM FULBRIGHT) :

“We urge you retain peace initiative by
making offictal strong request for United Na-
tions involvement in Vietnam.”

This committee commends the initiatives
for peace in Vietnam taken recently by the
Prestdent. Many aspects of this peace offen-
sive remain encouraging., Since the war in
Vietnam stems from many years of hostility,
1t is not surprising that a month’s efforts to
elicit a peaceful response have not yet borne
fruit, Somehow, our initiatives toward peace
must be sustained for a much longer time,
and in such a way (we believe, without mili-
tary escalatlion) as will eventuslly bring the
other side to reduce their hostilities.

Clearly, something additional is needed.

We hope very much that the President and
this administration and, in particular, those
in our Congress whose role it is to advise
the President, will take or advise such steps
as .will retain the peaceful U.S. initiatives
already begun, and will continue to demon-
strate to the world our intent for peace.

Specifically, we urge that the President
take a strong, bold, and dramatic step in
officially and formally calling for United Na-
tions involvement in the Vietnam problem,
which problem truly represents a threat to
peace for the entire world.

We have appreciated the careful attention
you have already given to this issue and the
consideration shown to our committee. We
hope very much that you can press for the
above approach with all possible determina-
tlon,

Sincerely yours,
Mr. D. R. B.
NORTHAMPTON, PA.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SenaATOR GRUENING: Just a note to
let you know we admire your outspokenness
on the Vietnam situation. It is indeed re-
freshing to note that there still are some
clear heads in the Senate who can view a
situation through wide-angle vision instead
of the myopic nearsightedness of some of
our leaders and have the initlative to speak
out for the wishes of the American people.
Since 1945, American image throughout the
world has been on a steady decline, and this
can be attributed to nothing other than the
bungling policies of our State Department,
probably acting on misleading information
supplied them by the CIA and ambassadorial
gervices.

More power to you. I only wish more
Senators (including our own) were like you.

Respectiully,
Dr. M. J. 8., Jr.
Savace, MONT.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
Senate Offiice Building,
Washington, D.C.

My Dear Mr. GRUENING: I am writing to
you for the first time to encourage you to act
to establish peaceful negotiations in Viet-
nam, From President Johnson's message I
take it he would like to escalate this war.
Senator MANSFIELD and four colleagues have
warned that if peace is not reached soon this
will lead to a third world war. This could
mean world disaster and a nuclear holocaust
that could destroy all life on earth.

We Americans have been under the war
clouds much too long. It Is through peace,
not power that this Nation can flourish.

I urge you not to allocate funds for our
own destruction but to work for peace in
Vietnam,

Sincerely,
Mrs. M. M.
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GALLIPOLIS. CHIO.
{fon. ERNEST (RGRUENING,
Member of the U.S. Senate,
washington, D.C.

DFAR BENATOR GRUERNING: [ am more than
aver convirced that yvour position, in respect
Lo Vietnam, is correct.

‘The Pre:sident and his advisers ought to
rend, “The Untold story of the Vietnam
wanr” in U.S. News & World Report, January
24, 1966,

if, is apparent that the United States might
Justroy  Vietnam, by the use of atomic
weapons, but there is no way by which this
conntry can win the war,

Yours very Lruly,

My, £f W. C.

Crrreaco, ILL,
e HONORABLE ER " GRUBNING,
Henalor from Ala
Henate Office Building,
wasitington, D.C.

OrAR SENaTOR: ( was greably pleased to
il in the Chic: sun Times that you and
your colleage, Senator Youne, have taken a
drong stand favoring an immediate ceace-
iire and a withdrawal of American troops
from Vietnam.

{ admire your rmany previous sthcements
i this direction una wish you success in
yottr further efforis

Hineevely vours,

My {3, W,

HENATOR ERMNEST CiruliNING,
17.5. Senatz,
Washington. D.C.

Drag SENATOR Gl 1MG: I have just seen
rnother cxample of the barbarisms our
Armed Forces commit in Vietnam: A UPI
photozraph that shows American soldiers
pulling or draggire, s it were, five Vietcong
prisoners cach of whom is tethercd to the
obher with a rore and lacsso around the
nieck, like draueht sanimals, and two are
carrying a weight or sick arcund the neck.

To osny, ag is often =aid, that the Vietcong
commit viarious woroci . to villagers and to
mplurted Ameri soldiers cannot and must
nob skill eriticisms of our behavior.
swlul conduct in “he treatment of prisoners
ol war, nol to mention the use of gas and
nupalm and phosphorus, the destruction of
ivod crops with poisoned chemicals, the
crimes of arson acnivet villnges sympathetic
i the Vietcong-- all impair an image ol
Amerieca that has ken generations to build.

Now, while there is halt in bombing North
Vietnam, we increase our bombing against
geutral Loos, osieosibly to cut NLE or Viet-
aeng supplies, Teday’s  papers  suggest
{guoted from the i, Louls Dispateh) that
ahailand is invading Laos at our instigation,
and let us remember that we have an armed
nrece nf 10,000 soldiers in Laos.

Yot are one of {v mnen in the Senate who
has not been afrald Lo criticlze the war. When
will vour cofleagues at lenst enter into a
public do on Vielnam?
rosne Biadly,

WO
o, Mass.
e Bar e s (TALTF.

=“onnlor Eawpst (iouaNING,
1.8, Senale Office.
Washington, D.C.

iar SeNaTOR CirvpNING: [ would like to
sy bhat 1 fully support your stand on our
ion in Vietnam. I can see no just ra-
ation as to wliy we should be there.
: Lhis talk abous preserving freedom is not
Liene, U'he Vietnamerse did not have {reedom
in 1954, and they don’t have it now.

I wish we had a liheral Senator in Califor-
sug such as you. 1 hope that you keep “fight-
ng” in the Senate for an immediate with-

drawnl of our troops irom Vietnam.
Cinverely,

[ T SN

This

Dary CITy, CALIF.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR GRUENING: Although I am
not resident of your State, and so cannot anc-
tively support vou at the polls, I would !ike
to commend you for the position you buave
taken in opposition to our Government'’s war
policy in Vietnam.

I believe very strongly that Asians shcould
solve this internal Asian problem, and that it
cannot and should not be settled by the
white man, especially the United States tot-
ing almost unilaterally.

From the beginning, the presence of Aner-
ican militory to in Vietnam, without :the
consent of the United Nations and in visfa-
tior: of the 1954 Geneva accords was in de-
fiance of the charter of that organization nnd
n breach of international law. Our steady
backing of military dictatorships, with our
extravagant financial aid and underhan:led
military cooperation, is as morally indefesi-
ble as our original refusal to permit a popi-
lar clection to be held in Vietnam, for iear
communism might be installed by popi.lar
vote,

Instead of employing his justly famous
political adroitness to rescue our courtry
from the military miscaleulations and poli-
tical blunders that created our impossihle
situntion in Vietnam, President Johnson has
chosen to continue his ever-escalating var,
ihat has no end in sight but more sensecless
death and destruction, culminating i a
penccidal war with all Vietnam and a suic dal
war with China and the Soviet Union.

The TR, war in Vietnam is illeonl,
imrmoral, and impractical (iIs it really in
the best interests of the United States to
be known around the world as an aggrersor
and bully, and than be blasted out of ex-
istence in a tot:l war with China and her
allieg?).

T sinecersiy hope our current ‘pecce ofcn-
sive” 15 successfu!. If, however--ns I fear—it
is not, Mr. Johnson’s pleas for neace do not
mnake our coatinucd war effort any muore
justified now than it was a month or a weor
age. I urge you to keep up your opposition
to this insane war policy, bearing in mind the
sbalement of only a few days ago by your nol-
leagzue Senator StepHEN YoUunc: “We should
2ol be In Vietnam in the first place.”

Respectiully,

Mr, 8. #1.

Crircaco, It ..
sSenator LaMusT (CRUENING,
UJ.&. Senatce,
Washington, D.C'.

irgar MR, GruanNING: I am in full agree-
ment wita your stand against the war in
Vietnam. I urge you to continue your fight
agoinst this unjust war.

Sincerely yours,
Mr, C. E. 5.
COLLEGE, ALASKA,
January 31,1965,
Senator ERNEST (FRUENING,
New Senate Office Building,
Wachington, D.C.

DEarR SENATOR GRUENING: Congratulaticns
amd our sincere appreciation tor expres.ing
the viewpoint contained in the appeatl to
President Johnson for additional consulta-
tion and a “go slow” policy in resumplion
of bombing North Vietnam. IEven though
your appeal was “dismissed’ (in the words of
a news dispatch in the News Miner of :at-
urday, January 29), by President Johnson, his
dismissal does nct invalidate the reasons for
making the appeal, nor does it, ipso ficto,
prove that his decision is the correct on: in
this situation. From all that I can read
trom a wide variety of sources, the bomhing
of North Vietnam has not resuited in eiiher
u 1css of will to 1ight, nor in any diminuion
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of the war eiffort of the NLF against Amer-
ican military torces.

We would hope that the Members of the
House and of the Senate who are in disagrec-
ment with the administration’s views on
Vietnam willi demand a full-scale congres-
sional debate on the whole Vietnam issue, in
order to better inform the American pubic
as to the real facts of the situation. We
would also hope that a congressional debate
will be forthcoming to rescind the resohi-
tion of August 1964, which President John-
son is using as a bhasis for his continued es-
calation of American military involvement
in southeast Asin. We would also hope that
Congress would demand that the President
include the National Liberation Front in nny
discussion of a scttlement of the Vietniun
conflict. It is totally ridiculous to pretend
that the war in South Vietnam is merely a
matter of Communist aggression from the
North. It overlooks the whole history of
Diem’s oppression of the Vietnamese people,
and of the revolt against him and the ves-
tiges of French colonialism which he repre-
sented. Unfortunately, the United States
has placed iiself in the position vacated by
the Frcench, and we are reaping the same
rewards of hatred and antagonism, for the
same sorts ol reasons.

We would appreciate receiving copies of
all statements by yourself and the other
Senators and House Members who are in
disagreement with the present administra-
tion policy in Vietnam.

Again, we support your stand on Vietnumn
(and also your efforts in the field cof birth
control, which may in the long run prove to
be more potentially beneticial than an imme-
diate peace in Vietnam).

Sincerely,
C.M.H.and G. H. W,
WASHINGTON, D.C.
Hon. ERNEST GRUENING,
New Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR GRUENING: May I commend
you for your courageous protest of our in-
volvement in Vietnam. May I urge you to
continue the fight in the current congres-
sional session.

We must end this vicious conflict imme-
diately. There is no legal, moral, strategic
or diplomatic excuse for our presence in
Vietnam as a military force. As you well
know the myth of our commitment is easily
exploded.

As Norman Thomas eloguently stated in
his message to the marchers on Novemher
27, I would rather see the United States lose
face and save soul.

Sincerely,
Miss M. P,

Saw JosEg, CALIF., January 16, 1966.
Senator ERNEST GRUENING,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DeAR SENATOR (GRUENING: Just a word of
thanks for one loyal citizen to another, I
think your stand and statements on our
policy in Vietnamn are correct.

President Johnson has received and, as o
matter of fuct, apparently is still receiving,
incredibly bad advice from the military * * *
you can’'t win a war when the population 15
not on your side, and they are not with us
over there, cven though the military thinks
we can hully them into it. We have
alternative, withdraw—we can do that right
now without much loss of face—let's do [f.
The Asians, I feel, would like to settle ti
own problems. Let's give them a chance.

Sincerely,

Mr.J. .

LA JoLnA, CALIF.
Drsr SENATOR GRUENING: I am very cou-
cerned ahout the situation in Vietnam usn.d
the lack of candor by the administration in
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presenting its case to the American public.
It is very important that the Congress care-
fully conslder our position in full public
debate. .

The honor of our Nation is at stake. In
1954, when the Geneva agreements were
signed, our Government, in a separate state-
ment, made a commitment to the world not
to violate these accords by force. Certainly
this commitment 1s at least as important as
the vague statements of support given to the
various governments of South Vietnam.

We fulfilled our commitments to South
Vietnam for 12 years. The escalation of the
war and the use of American troops violates
our commitment to the world, We must end
the war.

Sincerely yours,
Miss B. B. M.,

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that I may yield
to the distinguished senior Senator from
West Virginia with the understanding
that I do not lose my right to the floor,
and that the statement of the Senator
will appear at some other place in the
RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

PROPOSED GUIDELINES FOR CON-
TROL OF OUTDOOR ADVERTISING
ON INTERSTATE AND PRIMARY
HIGHWAY SYSTEMS

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, on
January 28, the Department of Com-
merce published in the Federal Register
draft standards for the control of outdoor
advertising in industrial and commer-
cial areas. As noted in the text accom-
panying the departmental proposals, the
draft standards are ‘“presented solely as
guidelines for consideration and discus-
sion purposes at the public hearings”
which will be conducted in each of the
several States during March, April, and
May of this year.

Despite this disclaimer, I find it most
regrettable that officials of the Depart-
ment of Commerce and the Bureau of
Public Roads have proceeded in this
fashion. Senators will recall that dur-
ing the Senate debate on the Highway
Beautification Act last September, I of-
fered several amendments for the ad-
ministration. One of these amend-
ments—the one about which there was
perhaps the greatest amount of debate—
authorized Federal control of outdoor
advertising in industrial and commercial
areas.

As the Senator in charge of the bill,
it was my responsibility to explain the
purpose of this controversial amend-
ment. During the course of our pro-
longed discussion of the measure, I
stated:

The language of the declaration in my
amendment makes it quite clear, though I
emphasize the point for the purpose of es-
tablishing legislative history this afternoon,
that my amendment is for the purpose of
promoting—not, I emphasize, destroylng—
reasonable, orderly, and effectlve display of
outdoor advertising,

Mr. President, the draft standards pub-
lished in the Federal Register are at vari-
ance with that statement and with the
intent of Congress as evidenced in the
committee action in both bodies and in
the floor debates on the measure. Fur-

thermore, these proposals are a depar-
ture from the declared intent of the Sec-
retary of Commerce, as expressed in his
letter to the chairman of the House Sub-
committee on Roads. They are not In
accord with our oral understanding
when the administration amendments
were pending in the Senate. Finally,
they are in violation of the language of
the act itself, as amended by the House
of Representatives and finally enacted
by the Congress.

Because the amendment governing in-
dustrial and commercial areas was such
a controversial one in the Senate, the
House Committee on Public Works gave
particular attention to it when S. 2084
was referred to that body. House Report
1084, which accompanied the bill, states:

The commlittee, recognizing the importance
of subsection (d) requested an advance in-
terpretation by the Secretary of Commerce
as to how this section would be carried out
if this legislation becomes law. The follow-
ing letter addressed to the Honorable JOHN
C. KLuczynNsKI, chalrman of the Subcom-
mittee on Roads, from the Secretary of Com-
merce is printed in full within the report to
indicate quite clearly what the Secretary
informed the committee the administration’s
position will be In the implementation of
this program.

Mr. President, I now excerpt from the
Secretary’s letter as published in the
House report:

The criteria to be followed in setting the
standards for billboards in both zoned and
unzoned areas, designated as commercial or
industrial, would be designed to assist the
advertising industry to achieve an orderly
development of this important and legiti-
mate business enterprise.

In order to prevent an unchecked prolifera-
tion which not only results in a public eye-
sore but undoubtedly impedes the effective-
ness of billboard advertising, reasonable
standards pertaining to size, spacing and
number of blllboards would be developed.
Our great new highways are opening up vast
areas of Inestimable value for commerical
and industrial activities. The standards for
outdoor advertising would be almed at as-
suring a pattern of reasonable development
as the advertising industry reaches new di-
mensions.

Clearly, Mr. President, the Secretary
was principally concerned with the con-
trol of future placement of signs in these
areas, hot the wiping out of all existing
structures. Later, in the same letter,
Secretary Connor stated:

It is the intentilon of the administration
that the regulations, insofar as they are con-~
sistent with the purposes of this act, shall
be helpful to the advertising industry and
that, for instance, standards of size which
may be adopted would be insofar as possible
consistent with rtandard size billboards in
customary use.

It is quite evident that the declared
purpose of the administration in seeking
this amendment was not to destroy the
outdoor advertising industry, but to
achieve an orderly development of this
“important and legitimate business en-
terprise.” This principle was further
strengthencd in the language of the act
itself, when the House adopted the Tuten
amendment establishing standards of
size, lighting and spacing, ‘“consistent
with customary use.”

In recommending the House amend-
ments for final Senate passage, I ex-
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plained the effect and intent of the Tuten
amendment inthese words:

The words “consistent with customary use”
were not contained in the Senate version
of S. 2084 . The sponsor of this amendment
explalned during the course of the House
debate on S. 2084 that 1t was his purpose to
write into the statute the interpretation
stated in the letter from the Secreary of
Commerce. Certainly, it seems to me that
any regulations which the Secretary adopts
in agreement with the States should, con-
sistent with the purposes of this act, be help-
ful to the advertising industry. Any regula-
tions or criteria with respect to size, spac-
ing, and lighting of outdoor advertising signs
should, insofar as possible, be consistent
with customary use in the industry. There-
fore, I cannot perceive any valid objection to
this particular language in the House ap-
proved bill. -

Mr. President, I have not had the op-
portunity for an exhaustive study of what
the proposed standards—if implement-
ed—would do to the outdoor advertising
industry in industrial and commercial
areas. I shall, therefore, limit my com-
ments to those criteria which offer only
the most glaring examples of contraven-
tion of the intent of Congress.

At no time during our hearings, in con-
ferences or in correspondence with de-
partmental officials, or during the floor
debates, was there any reference to the
question of setbacks for advertising
structures. Yet the draft standards pro-
pose a maximum size of 300. square feet
for any structure within 150 feet of the
nearest edge of the traveled way. This
refers—I emphasize—to industrial and
commercial, and hence, largely urban
areas, where a setback of 150 feet is ex-
ceedingly rare and often impossible to
obtain. The size limitation imposed by
this standard would in effect completely
eliminate the standard poster bulletin
now in customary use.

Furthermore, the draft standards
would require a minimum setback of 25
feet for all signs, regardless of whether
local zoning regulations require setbacks
for other business structures. I am in-
formed by one of my constituents en-
gaged in this industry—a most respon-
sible businessman—that this one stand-
ard would make worthless much of his
recent investment of $200,000 in pur-
chase and leasing of sites.

Another proposal in contravention of
the principle of customary use is that
which would limit the height of all signs
to 30 feet above the ground or the nearest
edge of the right-of-way. This would
wipe out all signs on the top of buildings
in our urban areas—structures which
have been in customary use for many
years.

Finally, Mr. President, the draft stand-
ards would require that signs would be
spaced not less than 500 feet apart and
no more than six signs within any mile
distance measures from any direction.
This proposal—if implemented—would
virtually abolish the outdoor advertising
industry from the urban areas of Amer-
ica, because it would leave so few struc-
tures permissible that no enterprise could
survive. This was not the intent of the
Congress, nor was it the declared intent
of the administration when the Highway
Beautification Act was pending in the
Congress,
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T am informed that some highway de-
partments have already assumed that
tiwe published guidelines are the stand-
ards under which they will have to oper-
nlo,  If this is so, then substantial dam-
age has been inflicted on the industry by
the mere publication of the draft stand-
nrds.  Acknowledying the predisposition
uof many businessmcen to become over-
anxious at the pros»ect of any ¥Federal
controls or regulations, in this instance
f ¢ would appear to be a valid concern.
L‘"-.u- again, I state that T am at a loss to

nrlerstand why administration cofficials
i yund it neeessary or desirable to publish
draft standords which depart so
tiy from the intent of Congress.
he primary purpose of the Highway
utitication Act was to develop the
reereational and scenic values of the
fnerican highwoay system, principally
in the rural and semirural areas. With
recard  to indusirinl and  commercial
wreas, subsection (d) of title T was pre-
wted to the Congress principally as a
cntive measure rather than a eura-
» one. I am aware of the need not
iy for facelifting, but for basic recon-
struction of many of America’s citics.
i endorse the provosals of President
whtson which are directed toward that
roul. And thougl: this was not the basic
justification for the Highway Beautifica-
Jion Act, T doubt not that this leislation
ot he and should be used to eliminate
vetreme eases of billboard blight in our
haiy arens.

3b the draft standards of the De-
imrtment of Commerce would go far
novond that, and would-—if carried out—
virtually climinaie the industry. It is
llierefore my hope that these proposals
are not an ausgury of how the Highway
iZpautification Act will be administered.
i'or if they are, the Senate Subcommit-
Lre: on Roads, however reluctantly, may
hwmve to reexamine this legislation this
sear rather than in 1967 as the act re-

cuires. 1 hope this will not be neces-
STV,
My, MOSS. Mr. President, will the

Henator from South Carolina yield to
me so that I may ask a question of the
Senator from West Virginia?

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
usk unanimous consent that the Senator
i~ Oklahoma | Mr. HarrIsl and the
Henator from Utah [Mr. Moss] be per-
mitted to propound questions to the
ronator from West Virginia at this point,
#ithout my losing the floor.

‘fhe PRESIDING OFFICER  (Mr.
“oONDALE in the chair). Without ob-
ioction, it is so ordered.

wiv. MOSS. Mr, President, the able
shairman of the Subcommittee on Roads
I M. RANDOLPH who so eifectively
'nided the Highway Beautification Act
shirouzh the Senate last year, has pre-
sented 8 much-necded clarification of
Lhe eongressional intent of subsection
1y of title T of the act. It is needed at
ihis time becausc of the extreme depar-
pie of the proposed guidelines from the
intent, of Congress when this measure
was enacted last September.

{ share the concern of the senior Sen-
whor from West Virginia and associate
qayself with his remarks. The nature of
the draft standards caught me by sur-

prise, as I am sure it did many otl.rv
members of the Committee on Public
Works and independent businessmiii
dependent on outdoor advertisinim.
Though I too have not had the oppui-
tunity to study the proposals in detail
during the last few days I have begun
to receive a number of queries from in-
terested persons in the State of Utah
who are most anxious concerning the
implications of vhe proposed standar:s.

On February 2, I addressed a letter to
the chairman of the Subcommittee on
Roads requesting that our subcommitice
initiate hearings on this problem in a:i-
vance of the hearings scheduled by the
Burcau of Public Roads in Salt Laike
City on March 1. This will be the first
ol the series of hearings scheduled :or
each of the States, and it is my opinimn
thai a committee inguiry into this ques-
tion prior to the administration hedr-
inge might be helpful. I would appro-
ciate at this time having the views of the
chaisman of the subcommittee regarding
my suggestion for hearings prior to the
Bureau of Public Roads hearings which
will begin on Rareh 1.

M. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, in
response (o the inoguiry of the able jun-
inr HBenator froma Utah, it seems to me
inaf at this time it is not advisable :or
the subcommittee to hold hearings prior
to the hearings of the Bureail of Puklic
itoads which wiil be held bepinning the
iirst, of March in the various States. Fut
1 assure hira that the subcommittee will
be watching the situation very carefully,
and that we will institute such hearinzas
ii the eircumstances seem to require. I
hope this is sufficient assurance to the
Senator of the concern which I shure
with him. as these hearings move for-
ward in the several States.

Mr. MOSS. One thing which gives
me concern is that publication of the
draft standards in the Federal Regisier
and the conducting of hearings by the
Bureau of Public Roads based on those
published standards may tend to crvs-
talize them into effect, as it were, and
perbiaps it might be wise if we co..ld
short-stop it at an earlier point.

Mr. RANDOLPH. As I have statoed,
i can understand the Senator’s concern
and that of the business interests wh:c
would be affected, but at this point I
ieel, as I earlier indicated in my state-
ment and in the colloquoy which I have
conducted with the Senator from Utih,
thal those who will manage the sched-
uied hearings will study this Recorp and
read what we have said here today. I
believe, for the time being, at least, that
the views expressed on the €enate floor
today will have a salutary effect in temn-
pering or moderating the impact of the
proposed guidelines.

Mr. MOSS. I thank the

Mr. HARRIS.
Senator yield?

Mr. RANDOLPH. TIyield.

Mr. HARRIS. 1 too, wish to expross
my personal appreciation to the distin-
guished chairman of the Subcommitice
on toads for his excellent statement cill-
ing this serious problem to the attention
of Senators.

I vigorously agree with what the Sera-~
tor has said to the effect that the pro-

Senator.
Mr. President, will the
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posals now made by the Secretary of
Commerce are in contravention of the in-
tent of the Congress as expressed last
yvear, and of the assurances which were
given to the Congress by administration
officials conerning the legislation. I was
concerncd, and fearful of the possibility
of such. an interpretation of this section
of the law last ycar. I belicve the Sena-
tor from West Virginia has done a greet
service here today in making his state-
ment and letting the Department knaw
that we will continue, in our committee,
to keep their actions under surveillance &5
to whether they are carrying out the
intent of Congress under this act; and I
ask the distinguished Senator whether it
is planned that we shall receive from
the Department of Commerce transcripts
of their hearings throughout the Statcs,
so that we may know whether to do what
the Senator has indicated should it be-
come necessary—hold additional hear-
ings on this legislation.

Mr. RANDOLPH. The cogent coir-
ment of the Senator from Oklahoma
makes an addition to the earlier state-
ment I made during colloquy with the
able Senator from Utah.

I have already given thought to as,k—
ing for the transcripts of those hearing:
and now that the Sengtor from Okm—
homa has indicated tha% he believes the
subcommittee should have those trans-
cripts, I assure the Senator that we shall
be kept current by the reports coming
to us from those who conduct the
hearings. ’

I compliment the Senator from Okla-
homa, and I remember the attention
which he gave to this legislation in the
Subcommittee on Public Roads, in the
Committee on Public Works, and then
during the Senate debate. He is knowl-
edgeable on this subject. He has real
concern for legitimate business in his
State of Oklahoma, as I have for legiti-
mate business in the State of West Vir-
ginia, and as other Senators have for
legitimate business in their States. Thus,
the recommendations which the Senator
has made are quite in order and I am
completely in agreement with the gen-
eral tenor of his statement. The chair-
man of the subcommittee will request a
copy of each of the transeripts of the
scheduled hearings by the Bureau of
Public Roads.

Mr. HARRIS. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from West Virginia for
his generous statements, and again thank
him for being so alert in calling these
proposals to our attention. I had not
personally seen them until he had called
them to our attention. His statement
today will have a salutary eflect upon
ihe department in causing them, T trust,
to withdraw from some of the more
stringent parts of the proposal which
would conflict with the intent of Con-
gress.

Mr. RANDOLPH. 1 believe that we
are all agreed they are in error in their
guidelines. As to how far those guidce-
lines might function in galvanizing
opinion into the actual procedures under
which the act will be enforced, this is a
matter about which we will know more
in the next few weeks.
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strate that the progress we want for our-
selves we want also for all mankind.

The President’s program, as I under-
stand it, promiscs not only cooperation
to benefit our neighbors in the world,
but enduring rewards for the people of
the United States,

Through the Intcrnational Health and
Education Actls of 1966 we will give new
strength to our schools and universitics
for international cooperation; ereate new
opportunities for Americans to serve in
international health and education ca-
reers; broaden and deepen our Nation’s
exchange programs; and extend our
knowledge of educational technique to
nations in need.

Certainly all of us can supnort these
aims. I hope that Congress will respond
with vigor and dispatch to this oppor-
tunity. And I hope that these bold pro-
grams will do much to alleviate misery
and enlarge understanding in a world
whose need for cducational progress is
great. For what Jefferson said in the
18th century is more than ever true to-
day:

No better foundation than education can
be found if we are to preserve human free-
dom and happiness.

INVESTIGATING THE CIA

Mr. HARTKE. Mr. President, on Jan-
uary 24, Scnator McCarTHY offered a
Senate resolution (S. Res. 210) authoriz-
ing the Committee on Forcign Relations,
or a duly authorized subcommittee, “to
make a full and complete study of the
operations and activties of the Central
Intelligence Ageney” in its cffects upon
foreign policy. That bill is now before
the Foreign Relations Committee to
which it was referred.

On the same date Senator Youne of-
Tered a bill (S. 2815) calling for study
and investigation of the activities and
operations of the Agency by a continuing
12-member joint committec. There have
also been comments on the need for such
legislative attention to the CIA from
members of the House of Rcpresenta-
tives.

On Monday, January 31, the Washing-
ton Post published a column cntitled
“Left in the Cold,” by Joscph Kraft, in
which he dealt with the CIA and the
growing need for an inquiry such as that
which Senator McCarTany and others
seek. Mr. Kraft would approach the
problem through “a long-term confiden-
tial study made under an undoubted
Presidential mandate by a panel includ-
ing representatives of the exccutive, the
legislature, and the publie, with a staff
drawn from past officials of the Ageney
who ean go through files knowing what to
look- for.”

While the larger and longer range ap-
proaches for other proposals may be de-
sirable, in the present context of our im-~
mediate needs for information in the
foreign affairs area, and especially in our
need for exploration of every facet of the
situation in Vietnam, it seems likely that
Scnator McCarTiY's proposal, directed
toward working through the existing For-
eign Relations Committee, could bring
the fastest and most pertinent results for
immediate use.

CONGRYSSIONAL
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As Mr., Kraft notes, the current ¢
mands are based on weli-founded
giving about the rolc of the CIA, which
is staffed by men whose carcers, in dMr.
Kraft's words, “are products of tc
with the Soviet Union. They comp
cold war cstablishment. Their burcau-
cratic interest is to not come in from the
cold.”

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the article referred to be
printed in the Recorp.

There being no objeetion, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

INSIGHT AND QUTLOOK ! LEFT 1N THE COLD

(By Joseph Kraft)

Well-founded misgiving on the role of the
Central Intelligence Agency has inspired new
sentiment for a congressional watchdog com-
mittce. But that is like prescribing pills for
an ‘earthquake,

The trouble that afflicts the CXA is the same
trouble that afflicts the military scrvices and
the scctlion of the State Department that
heads up in Secretary Rusk. Their carcers
are products of tension with the Sovict
Union. They comprise a cold war establish-
ment.

Not surprisingly, they have trouble adjust-
ing to the change in the International climate
that has been at work since about 1958,
Their burecaucratic interest is to not come
in from the cold. Increasingly at odds with
reality and with enlightened opinion, they
more and more tend to set up impencirable
barricrs of sclf-defense.

The CIA is simply the most spectacular ¢x-
ample of the general phenomenon. At the
high tide of cold war in the 1950’s, it had a
speeial place In the sun. Because its di-
rector, Allen Dulles, was the brother of Sccre-
tary of State John Foster Dulles, the Agency
had immediate, Informal and casy access to
the highest quarters on all matters of foreign
policy.

From the universities and law firms, Dulles
brought 1o the Agency a second wave of
bright and dedicated people to serve under
the first wave that had been washed into in~
telligence work during World War II. e
carricd out for the Agency a speceial role as n
fourth arm of foreign policy responsible for
paramilitary operations.

Soveral of these operations, notably one in
Iran, were brilliantly successful, as was the
development of the U-2 reconnaissance
aircraft.

In at least some countries abroad, the CIA
station chicf came to count for more than the
Ambassador. A huge CIA headquarters was
bullt near Washington. All in all, for the
CIA the Double Dulles cra was a golden age,

The changed international climate that
coincided with the end of the Double Dulles
era featured Communist plurallsm and a
shift to the underdeveloped world as the
chief testing ground in the struggle for
primacy. Instead of having to meet known
and massive Communist threats, the
Ageney, in the new cnvironment, had to
cope with shadowy movements, capable of
turning either toward nationalism or
communism.

But instead of switching to more subtle
tactics, the Ageney in operations in' Indo-
nesia, Singapore, Cuba, and tn the Dominican
Republic acted as if it still faced the same
old challenge from monclithlec communism.
And when these operations turncd sour and
drew criticism, operation self-dcfense came
strongly into play.

For instance, the Agency put out stories on
a Soviet department of disinformation, thus
implying that all criticism was mercly Rus-
slan propaganda, It fostered, if nothing
more, the publication of spy diaries, stress-
ing the value of espionage, and the danger
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of peaceful contacts with the Soviet Union,
It put out economic statistics designed to
show that the Soviet Unlon was in so much
trouble that it made sense not to iry to
cevelop Bast-West trade.

Leadership tended to develop along similar
lines. The CIA is not really under control
of its director, Adm. William Raborn who
has proved to have no flair for the job. It
js being run by Deputy Dircctor Richard
Helms, a carcer professional, intelligent and
sophisticated, but an organization man who
nas spent 20 years at CIA headquarters,
managing flaps and defending burcaucratic
interests.

Given these formidable self-defense mech-
anisms, it is foolish to imagine that a con-
gressional group working part-time with only
the most limited knowlcdge of the present
to say nothing of the past could exert any
impact on the agency.

What is required is a far more formidable
enterprise—a long-term confidential study
made under an undoubted Presidential man-
date by o panel including representatives of
the exccutive, the legislature, and the pub-
He, with o staff drawn from past ofcials of
the ageney who can go through files kuow-
ing what to look for.

To be sure, no President likes to accord
that kind of mandate to groups not under
his control. Still, the countervailing argu-
ment is very strong. If the President is not
himself the prisoner of the cold war estab-
lishment, most of the rest of us are.

Thelr sclf-defense tactics are a prineipal
reason why it is almost impossible to gen-
erate meaningful discussion, and in that
way sound opinion, on a subject of such
vitzl}gb/l.lc concern as the war in Vietnam.

THE ROAD TO NEGOTIATIONS

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. President,
the December 18, 1965, issue of the Sat-
urday Review of Literature contains a
stimulating article by Mr, Sanford Gott-

- lieb entitled “The Road to Negotiations.”

It is a discussion of the Vietnam issue
from the viewpoint of one who has con-
sistently advocated a greater diplomatic
and political initiative on the part of
the United States to find the basis for a
settlement of the conflict. Mr. Gottlich
has bcen a longtime student of inter-
national affairs. He has on several oc-
casions conferred with representatives of
both North Vietnam and the. National
Liberation Front of South Vietnam. He
believes that the war in South Vietnam

-had its roots in the refusal of the Diem

regime to proceed with the elections and
reunification of Vietnam called for by
the Geneva accords of 1954. Believing
that Mcmbers of the Congress will find
his article of interest, I ask unanimous
consent that it be printed at this point
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

TiE ROAD TO NEGOTIATIONS
(By Sanford Gottlleb)

There is little agreement among historians
and governments on the origins and char-
acter of the war in Vietnam. After the 8-
year war of independence against the French
by the Vietminh, the Gencva accords of 1954
dlvided Victnam temporarily into two zones,
to be rcunited through free clections in 1956,
IIo Chi Minh, the Moscow-trained Commu-
nist who led the successful fight against the
French and was considered a national hero,
consolidated his power in North Vietnam,
while in South Vietnam the Unlted Statcs
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helped to crcate what Walter Lippmann has
called an anti-Chinese, pro-Amecrican re-
gime under Ngo Dinh Diem as a buffer
against the spread of communism.

No doubt Ho Ch! Minh confidently looked
forward to winning the 1956 reunification
clections. But Diem refused to discuss elec~
tion arrangements with the North. Hanoi
was thus confronted with a choice; a sepa-
rate, hostile regime in the South, or reuni-
fication by force. Diem helped bring the sit-
uation to a head by his own insensitivity
to the noeds of his people. In 1950 he abol-
ished the elected village councils that con-
stituted the only form of democratic rule
in South Vietnam. He therchy imposcd on
the villagers, who make up 85 percent of the
South Victnamese population, the dictator-
ship that he exercised from Saigon. During
the same period Diem set up detention camps
for political opponents and began to fill them
with many of the cx-gucrrillas who had
fought against the French. Some, but not
all, of these “former resistance members”—
who were supposedly protected by the provi-
sions of the Geneva accords—were Commu-
nists. Allowing no room for legal opposi-
tion, Diem pushed his political opponents
toward the use of armed violence. By 1936,
according to the British scholar P. J, Honey,
“it was already clear that Diem was estab-
lishing an authoritarian regime which would
tolerale no political dissent.”

Independent observers such as Bernard
B. Fall, author of “The Two Victnams,” and
Brian Crozler, author of “Southeast Asia In
Turmotil,” set the date of the beginning of
this war at 1957 or 1958, 'They suggest that
at the outset it was an effort by separate
factions of South Vietnamese to delfend
themselves against Dlem. “The Vietminh
were involved, but at that stage they were In
the minority,” Crozier has written, '‘Most of
the insurgents belonged to one or another of
those curious politico-religious sects that are
peculiar to Cochinchina: Caodal, Hoa Hao,
und Binh Xuyen (whose chiels also gained
control over in Salgon). * * * All three
sects had private armies, and all three had
played o part in the first Indochina war. In
the spring of 1955, Dicm had smashed them.
+ % %7 Crozier adds that toward the end of
1957 the remnants of these sectarlan armics
and the Vietminh dug up their hidden arms
and took to battle.

Any aid from North Vietnam at that stage
was undoubtedly very modest, although this
aspect of the war was to change later. Of-
ficial South Vietnamese estimates of the
number of cadres and military personnel
illegally introduced from north to south in
1959 put the figurc at only 300. The same
estimates indicate a combined total of 21,700
in 1961 and 1962,

The origin of the war thus scems rooted in
two conditions: The refusal of the Diem re-
gime to proceced with reunification of the di-
vided country, and that regime’s attempt to
wipe out all political opposition. At the out-
set, the conilict was basically a civil war
within South Vietnam. In fime cach party
to the civil war was to become increasingly
dependent upon outside support and dircc~
tion. North Vietnam assumed general lead-
ership over the Vietcong guerrillas, while the
United States gradually gained a command-
ing voice over the Saigon Government's con-
duct of the war.

To the State Department, however, the pic~
ture is different. ‘“The assault on the Re-
public of Vietnam is, beyond gucstion, an ag-
gression,” Dean Rusk sald in August. "It
was organized and has been directed by
North Vietnam, with the backing of Com-
munist China. * * * The war In Vietnam is
a lest of a technigque of aggression: what the
Communists * * * call ‘wars of national
liberation,” to destroy by force any non-
Communist government.”

Whatever the war may have become re-
cently, it is doubtful that those who were be-
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ing hunted down by Diem's forces in the late
1950's were interested in testing the political-
military techniques that were later to be
spun into thcories by the Chinese, Most
Victnamese harbor a historic enmlity for the
Chinese, an cnmity born of 1,000 ycars of
domination. Nor is it likely that men (as
well as women and children) will spend years
in the hunted life of the guerrilla without
having some more tangible goals, These goals
have been offercd to them by the National
Liberation ¥Front.

In March 1060, guerrillas in South Viet-
nam calling themsclves the Nam-Bo Resist-
ance Veterans Organization met in hiding
and declared that they had taken up arms in
self-cdefense. In September 1960 the North
Vietnamese Communist Party tcok note of
the southern people’s revolutionary strug-
gle and advocated the establishment in
South Vietnam of a broad national united
front agalnst the United States-Diem clique,
In December 1960 the National Liberation
rront of South Vietnam was created. Brian
Crozicr belicves that as early as 1959 the
North Vietnamese Communist Party showed
its intention of directing the insurrcction in
the south, whose leadershlp had by that time
been assumed by Communist clements, On
the other hand, such Trench observers as
Philippe Devillers and Jean Lacouture believe
that Hanoi belatedly and rather reluctantly
came to the aid of its embattled brethren in
the south. The truth may lie somewherce be-
tween these two versions, with Hanoi's orig-
inal moral encouragement being replaced
over the years by a flow of arms, trained
cadres, and political directives.

The NLF is a Communist-style revolution-
ary popular front, with speclalized organiza-
tions for workers, women, intellectuals, cth-
nic groups, ete. The South Vietnamese Com-
munist Party is only onc of the political
groupings that ostensibly make up this coall-
tion. Until this summer the Communists
(known as the Popular Revolutionary Party)
downplayed thelr influence. The most visi-
ble leadership posts are given to non-Com-
munists. A former Saigon lawyer, Nguyen
Huu Tho, holds the top nominal office of
chairman of the NLI' Central Committee.
Only one of the five vice presidents on the
Central Committee is a Communist. How-
ever, the French journalist Georges Chnflard,
who has interviewed the NLI lcaders in the
jungle, says that “the numerlcal preponder-
ance appears in all the intermediary bodies,
where the proportion is about 2 out of 3.”

The Viclcong is simply the military arm
of the NLF. Thce name is a pejorative cone
(roughly translated as “Viet Commic”) ap-
plied by the Saigon government., Many of
the Vieteong gucrrillas sTill think of them-
selves as members of the Vietminh., The
Vietcong is divided into hard-core forces,
regional units, and local militia. The hard-
core units are composed largely of velerans of
the war against the French who stayed in the
south after 1954 or who went north for {ur-
ther training and later infiltrated southward.
They arc constantly on the move and launch
the major Vietcong attacks. The regional
units operate within their own province.
Their main assignment is to protect and
guide the hardecore forces that move
through their province. From 1260 to 1064
there were between 20,000 and 25,000 hard-
core Vietcong, and roughly 60,000 to 80,000
irregulars. By the fall of 1965 tihere were
an cstimated 70,000 hard-corc and 90,000 lr-
regulars. In 1965, for the first time, the
United States claimed that units of the
North Vietnamese regular army were fighting
alongside the Vietcong, and the steady in-
troduction of these regulars to match the
Amecrican buildup no doubt accounis in
good part for the swollen guerrilla ranks.

Several years ago the Victcong regulars
were cgquipped primarily with Ameriean arms
capturcd from the South Vietnamcse Army
or brought on the open market, as wcll as
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with more primitive home-made weapons.
Today the. majority of hardeorc units have
reportedly been recquipped with Communist-
bloc arms, mainly of Chincse manufacture.

Among the Vietcong defectors T interviewed
in South Vietnam was a sturdy young gold-
toothed peasant from Dinh Thuong Prov-
ince in the Mckong Delta. He had served 4
years 1n the guerillas before defectlug, he
had joirned because he belicved the NLP
assurances that he would be fighting against
the domination of his country by thie United
States and for a better life for the people.
ITe defected, he said, because the NLF did not
keep its promises and bceause it did thing
“to hurt the people.” This former gucrr
was probably recferring to the terror which
the Victcong uses as a systematic policy along
with persuasion and reform. The terror
takes the form of the assassination and
kidnapping of village ofiicials, cspecinlly
thosce who arc disliked by the villagers. The
persuasion is often exercised by cxample,
such as helping peasants to repair roads or
harvest crops. Where land reform has been
an issuc, the NLF has been on the side of
the landless peasants. The relative mix of
terror and persuasion varies according to the
locality and the situation.

As the military requirements of the war
have increased, the Vietcong has not had
the time to cultivate the loyalties ol the
villagers. There have been recurrent siories
lately that the Vietcong has heen seiuing the
rice for its troops, whereas it formerly oilercd
the peasants both receipts and claborate cx-
planations. Likewise, there arc indications
that the Vietcong is impressing young mcen
into military serviece, a practice that may
not be llmited to one side.

On paper, the NLF program is mild and
rcformist. In the absence of non~-Communist
reporters from the areas effcctively controllied
by the Vietcong (about half the population
of South Victnam and rougihly two-thirds
of its territory), it is difficult to know what
changes they have effected. The NLF ap-
parently hos a parallel government in the
areas it controls, and it apparcntly collcets
taxes and operates such services as scl:ools
and hospitals.

There is virtually no way to measure public
opinion in South Vietnam. Even without &
war, it would be difficult to assess the real
feelings of people in a largely peasant coun-
try that has known no free political process.
The war, of course, complicates the task.

“The lesson we have lcarned from this
long war is that we lose one [rcedom arter
another,” one of the top Buddhist leaders in
South Vietnam told us. “We have lost our
sense of solidarity, unity, and mutual under-
standing. 'The people have no sclf-confi-
dence. They are at the crossroads of con-
flicting intercsts.”” A young intellectual
Buddhist monk said, “We all have a kind of
anxicty and despair. We are trying to 1ind
out who is the real cnemy. As for ihe Viet-
cong, the Cong (communism) is the cnemy,
not Viet (nationalism). Diserimination, vio-
lence and hatred are our encmies. These
enemies cxist not just in the Vietcong, but
in our hearts and minds. * ¥ * We dow’
need to rceapture land from the Victeong,
but to win the hearts of thc people. * * *
We don’t want to llve under comumunism or
under the conditions of war. * ¥ * The
peasants are intcrested first in being alive.”

This last sentence probably sums up the
single sirongest feeling in the country. The
people In both the humlets and the cities
would like, first, to sce an end to the war.
But they have no idea how peace might re-
turn., Beyond this, it 1s diticult to muke
generalizations. My own hunch is thag if
the pcople truly felt frec to express them-
selves, they would tell evervone—the Viet-

cong, the Saigon government, the North
Vietnamese, and the Americans—to get out
and leave them alone. One has the im-

pression of South Vietnam as a lush green
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trap, in which most of the population 1is
caught “at the crossroads of conflicting in-
terests.”

The Saigon government represents no one
except perhaps the top military, the bureauc-
racy, and those members of the urban
middle class who have profited from the war,
In the Vietcong-controlled areas, no one can
be sure how much of this control represents
loyalty and how much reflects fear. Both
sentlments undoubtedly intermingle. In
the chasm between the highly organized po-
litical machine of the NLF and the tiny per-
sonal circles around the Saigon government,
there are many genuinely opposed to the
front who nevertheless remain indifferent or
hostile to the government. One of the
tragic aspects of Diem’s legacy, however, is
that they are largely outside the political
process. These are the Catholics, many of
the Buddhists and members of the religlous
sects, the labor unilons, the students, and
even veterans of the Vietminh,

No group is monolithic and, in byzantine
South Vietnam, perhaps any group is bound
to be less monolithic than elsewhere. Yet
it is clear that the Catholics, many of whom
escaped from the North, constitute the
single most vehement anti-Communist bloc.
The members of the Hoa Hao and Caodal,
the sects that helped to trigger the insur-
rectlion against Diem, are largely anti-Com-
munist (although they are no friends of the
Central Government). While a few of the
Buddhist leaders have been suspected by
some Westerners of harboring pro-Libera-
tion Front sentiments, there is no evidence
of this. As a political force, the Buddhists
have only once made effective use of their
mass base. In 1963 the self-immolation of
Buddhist monks and street demonstrations
by thousands of the faithful led to the down-
fall of Dlem. Since then there has been
little sign of & Buddhist political program
or a willingness to share in power. One of
the jobs probably assigned by Ambassador
Lodge to Edward Lansdale, former CIA spe-
cialist in counterguerrilla techniques, is the
development of anti-Communist political
forces capable of standing up to the front.

There were subtle but potentially crucial
differences in emphasis between the NLF and
Hanol representatives with whom I spoke.
The North Vietnamese stress the need for
reunification of the country through nego-
tiatlons between North and South. The NLF
stresses the neutrality (a word never men-
tioned by the North Vietnamese) of South
Vietnam and talks of reunification as a dis-
tant goal, perhaps 20 years away. I
interpret these nuances as a deslre for au-
tonomy from Hanoi on the part of the front.
There are traditional regional differences be-
tween the Vietnamese of North and South
on which such feelings could be based.
Moreover, the NLF is consclous of socloeco-
nomic differences between the two Vietnams.
The southern bourgeoisle and landowning
classes are stronger than were their counter-
parts in the North when the Communists
came to power, according to the front.

Whatever the current power relations be-
tween Hanoi and the NLF (and I am pre-
pared to accept Philippe Deviller’s current
assessment that Hanol directs the strategy
but not the tactics of the front), the auton-
omous spirlt within the NLF can flourish
only under conditions of peace, not under
the discipline of war.

Contrary to the widespread public assump-
tion that the United States has been con-
sistently interested in negotiations whlle
North Vietnam has spurned them, FEric
Sevareld’s article in Look and other news re-
ports have forced the administration to ad-
mit that Hanol agreed to meet in Rangoon
at U Thant's suggestion in 1964 and that
Washington rejected the move. The State
Department was also obliged to admlit that,
during the 5-day pause in the bombing of
North Vietnham in May, the North Vietnamese

requested talks through the French Govern-
ment,

I have discussed this North Vietnamese
“gignal” with three different administration
policymakers. Each had a different expla-
nation of why Hanoi’s approach did not lead
to negotiations. The first officlal said that
this was not the kind of signal we were 100k~
ing for. The response merely raises the
question: What kind of signal were we look-
ing for? The second official indicated that
the North Vietnamese were posing an un-
acceptable condition, a new coalition govern-
ment in Salgon dominated by the NLF. This,
too, raises a question: Did we try to find out
whether the unacceptable condition was ne-
gotiable? The third officlal had still another
version. He sald that the message was trans-
mitted by the French Government to the
adminlstration after the bombing had re-
sumed, whereupon the adminlistration tried
to get a higher official In Hanol than the
North Vietnamese representative in Parls to
repeat the offer. According to this version,
this effort was unsuccessful. However, as-
suming the accuracy of this sequence, why
didn't the United States agree to halt the
bombings again and pursue the problem
under less inflammatory conditions?

I think it is failr to say that the Unlted
States was uninterested in ncogtiations he-
fore April, became more interested during
the summer, and, following the first flush
of military victories, concluded that perhaps
the war could end without negotiations, by
a North Vietnamese-NLF decislon to halt
large-scale operations. This alternation of
attitudes in Washington was based on both
the military situation in South Vietnam
and an assessment of the political risks in-
volved In negotlating a settlement that
would include a coalition government in
Saigon. The question of coalition 1s the
key. For the moment, Washington appears
to have declded to fight on rather than per-
mit the inclusion of the NLF in a new Saigon
government.

As for the Hanoi-NLF bargaining posture,
it will be difficult to know their real attitude
until the United States stops the bombing
of North Vietnam. As Senator GEORGE Al-
KEN, of Vermont, has observed, the bomb-
ings of Germany and Great Britain during
World War II did not bring their govern-
ments to the peace table and Pearl Harbor
did not weaken America’s resolve to resist.
All the evidence 1g that continued bombing
has hardened the North Vietnamese posi-
tlon, Thls should not be too surprising, be-
cause of their anticolonial background, thelr
ideology, their isolation, and thelr relative
position of weakness vis-a-vis the major
capltalist power in the world. They say
they are looking for “signals’” from us, just
as we are looking for signals from them.
The signals that they want are acts of mili-
tary restraint. Until the United States is
willing to run the risks of such acts, it is
doubtful that we will know whether they
are interested in a negotiated settlement.
Beyond an end to the bombings, Hanel and
the NLF insist on agreement in advance on
these basic principles of the 1954 Geneva
accords: the ultimate withdrawal of foreign
military forces and bases; a prohibition
against military alllances; and the peaceful
reunification of the two Vietnams. .,

If. both sides eventually find it in their
common interest to encourage a new coall~
tion and abide by the essentials of the
Geneva accords, very early in any political
settlement there must be a resumption of
the economic and personal links between
the two Vietnams broken off by Diem in, 1954,
Traditionally, the rice of South Vietnam was
exchanged for the raw materials of the North.
Regardless of how long political reunification
may take, this trade should rapldly be re-
sumed as ohe way to weave the torn coun-
try together., And for the thousands of
families divided by the partition. who are
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now permitted to exchange only one postcard
a year, there must be a resumption of travel
and eommunlications before the healing can
begin.

FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE PEACE
CORPS

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, in
the early days of the Peace Corps, some
Members of Congress referred to it as
Kennedy's Kiddie Korps. But an over-
whelming number of Senators and Rep-
resentatives saw it for what it was—and
is: A practicable idea to help developing
nations help themselves by providing
them with trained manpower. And so,
on September 22, 1961, in the first year
of the administration of former Presi-
dent John F. Kennedy, the Peace Corps
Act was passed.

1966 is a significant year for the Peace
Corps. It marks the Corps’ fifth anni-
versary and the departure of its Direc-
tor, Sargent Shriver. Under his leader-
ship, the Peace Corps has grown from
an idea into a worldwide force for inter-
national understanding. He leaves with
the Peace Corps firmly established on
three continents. Today some 10,200
volunteers are at work in 46 nations.

In Africa the Peace Corps is operating
in 19 countries. From Kenya to Ghana,
where the first overseas contingent of
volunteers arrived in the fall of 1961,
some 3,711 Peace Corps men are now a
familiar part of everyday life. Most of
these volunteers—about 2,000-—are in-
volved in secondary education; in 7
African nations, more than half of the
teachers with college degrees are volun-
teers. Think what it would mean if these
teaching positions were filled by Red
Chinese.

Nearly 4,000 Peace Corps volunteers
are serving in 18 Latin American nations,
where the emphasis is on community ac-
tion programs, involving the efforts of
more than 2,000 volunteers. Latin Amer-
ica is also the site of one of the Peace
Corps’ most ambitious programs: an edu-
cational television project in Colombia
that is currently beaming lessons to more
than 300,000 primary school students.
And think what that means in a nation
where many teachers have only a sixth-
grade education.

The Peace Corps is also at work in
nine nations of Asia. Education is the
main concern of the 1,681 volunteers in
this area. But, as on the other two con-
tinents, there is a diversity of programs.
In Thailand, volunteers Ifave made a
significant coentribution to the national
malaria eradication program. In Ma-
laysia, young nurses have carried mod-
ern medicine into areas where people
still rely on the “Bomoh” or medicine
man. In 1963, the Philippines’ Ramon
Magsaysay Award, Asia’s equivalent of
the Nobel prize, was awarded to all
Peace Corps volunteers working on that
continent.

Sargent Shriver’s contributions as
Peace Corps Director also have been of-
ficially recognized in Asia. In January
1964, he went to Bangkok to receive an
honorary degree at Chulalongkorn Uni-
versity. During the ceremony, the Thai
Foreign Minister said:
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Many of us who did not know about the
United States thought of this great nation
as a wealthy nation, a powerful nation, en-
dowed with great material strength and
many powertfui weapons., But how many of
us knew that in the United States ideas and
ideals are also important? This is the secret
ol your greatness.

As o Senator from Alabama, I am
proud that a number of my constituents
have recognised the significance of Peace
Corps ideas and ideals, and served over-
seas as volunteers. And as a Member
of this Senate, I am equally proud that
ihe support for the Peace Corps was both
overwhelminz and nonpartisan., This
tno was and is one more tribute to Sar-
gent Shriver's leadership of the Corps.

o A U ——

JOB CORPS GIRLS START TO WORK

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I am
pleased to bring to the attention of Sen-
abors a story about a young lady from
my State who is a recent graduate of the
{.08 Angeles Woemen's Job Corps Training
Clenter,

The story was written by Mrs. Eliza~
beth Shelton, staff writer for the Wash-
ington Post. The young lady is Willye L.
ivans, 20, of Oklahoma City.

It is of paramount importance that
industry scrutinize the graduates of the
Job Corps for potential job placement.
This point of view is well expressed by
W. C. Hobbs, senior vice president of
Consolidated American Services, Inc.,
and chief cxecutive of its management
and engineering services division. This
company was the first to hire male Job
Corps graduates and now blazes a new
trail by being the first in private industry
to hire female graduates of the Job
{orpe.

Mr.
ties of the Job Corps graduates.
aquotation is worth repeating:

T feel very sirongly that in the Job Corps,
industry has .. natural young mine of flexi-
bility and a pool of labor—

Ii¢ said—

Just because thesc are poor kids who have
dropped out ol school doesn’t mean they are
not good workers,

Once indusiry realizes they have a pool,
and can direct the skills and technical traln-
ing they need. they are going to come to Job
Corps and say, I need o many of this type
ol skill.”

Hobb: fvels certain of the abili-
His

This is an inspiring and impressive
story. It should be of intercst—of great
interest—to ail Americans.

¥ ask unanimous consent that the story
frora the November 30, 1965, Washing-
t:n I*ost be printed in the Rucorp at this
point.

“tlere bzing no objection, the article
was ordered Lo be printed in the RECORD,
an follows:

[¥rom the Wushington Post, Nov. 30, 1965]
Jos Conrs (GIRLS START To WORK
(By Elizabelbh Shelton, Washington Post stuff
writer)

Trne first 1wo career girls to come to the
Cupital with Job Corps diplomas as their
credentials are happily at work in the down-
town office of o management consultant firm.

Juana Marie Waquiu, a 21-yvear-old from
Jemes Pueblo, N, Mex., arrived here yesterday
o double as a PBX switchboard operator and
receptionist with the management and en-

gineering services division of Consolidated
American Services, Inc, She was the first
graduate of the Los Angeles Women’s Job
Corps Training Center.

The second graduate, Willye L. Evans, 20,
of Oklahoma City, Okla. has been on duty
in the same office for a week as a clerk-typist.
“It’s just like home,” Willye says. “Every-
tody is so friendly.”

Both live on Buchanan Street NE,, with the
family of a member of the MES staff.

Neither has had a chance yet to sight-
see around the city, but Willye went on a
motor trip in Maryland on Sunday and
thought it very nice.

Her mother is a domestic worker in Idabel,
Okla. Willye tried working her way ‘hrough
Langston University in Oklahoma but had to
leave in her second year because her salary
as an assistant to the adviser of ihe New
Ylomemakers of America was appliec¢ only to
ftuition and left her no money for ixpenses
or to send home.

She plans to go to business college 1t night
with an eventual goal of teaching business
subjects. She attended the Metripolitan
Junior College in Los Angeles and graduated
in 5 months.

Juana, daughter of a carpenter, attended
Albuguerque Business College, in New
Mexico, for a year, but couldn’t finid a job
in that city. She learned switchboar« opera-
tion at the Los Angeles Trade Technical
College while enrolled at the Los Angaeles Job
Corps Center.

Back at home are five brothers snd two
sisters. The older sister is married and the
oldest of her brothers helps his fathier, but
the others arc still of school age and Juana
helps to support them.

The brandnew white-collar girls make $2
an hour at their new jobs. They will
recelve in-grade promotions and the chance
to rise, through training, to new grades.

W. C. Hobbs, senior vice president of Con-
solidated American and executive «hief of
its MES division, is confident the Joi Corps
is producing a competent employmrut pool
for industry.

‘e organization was the first to hire male
Job Corps graduates as employees anid found
their work so satisfactory that two are being
given additional pay and responsibilities.
The third was assisted to return :o high
school so ha will have a base for higher
education.

One ol the reasons that Ilobbs feels so as-
sured is that the 24-hour-a-day living ex-
perience at a Job Corps center gets every-
thing about the enrollee’s ahilities ar:1 habits
down on the record.

“This provides a great deal rmore i forma-
fion than a series of interviews, or evin a job
trial,” he said.

“T feel very strongly that in the Jo* Corps,
industry has a natural young mine of flexi-
bility and a pool of lakbor,” he saic¢. “Just
because these are poor kids who have «dropped
cut of sclhicol doesn’t mean they are not good
workers.

“Omnce industry realizes they have a pool
and can direct the skills and technic:l train-
ing they neced, they are going to ¢ome to
Job Corps and say, “I need so manv of this
type of skill."

“This is one place where the Gavirnment
is spending money that is an investment,
The Kkids will put money back into the
country.”

WE MUST RESTORY IMPACTED
SCHOOL AND MILK FUND CUT
Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Presideat, the

recent budget estimates submiited to

Congress by the administration ¢all for

drastic cuts in programs that are most

vital to the State of Utah and to the
couniry in general.
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I refer to the recommendation that
$234 million be cut from the appropria-
tions of Public Law 874 and the almost
80-percent decrease in the milk fund
program.

Public Law 874 was first passed to al-
leviate the tremendous tax disadvantage
suffered by States and school districts
having large Federal establishments or
federally owned property within their
boundaries. As is commonly known, this
Federal property is not taxable by a State
or school district. In Utah, the Federal
Government owns about three-fourths of
the Jand. Thus the taxable property in
our State, used in large part to finance
our school system, is reduced very exten-
sively. Our people are now making a
supreme effort to provide the best pos-
sible education for our schoolchildren.
We stand at the top in the total percent
of per capita income spent per pupil.
Thus our efforts and our reeds com-
pletely justify the retention of Public
Law 874 at the estimated level of $417
million.

In certain Utah counties federally im-
pacted area funds make up nearly half
of the school operating budget. If this
program is drastically cut as proposed
by the administration, what are those
counties to do? They cannot tax Federal
property. The local tax burden is already
difficult to bear. How then can these
and other districts across the Nation
replace this revenue that the Johnson
administration would cut off?

Last year I opposed the Federal aid to
education measure because of an unfair
formula which required Utah to pay
some 20 percent more into the fund than
it would receive. Now we learn that the
Utah impacted school district program
will suffer as result of other Great So-
ciety programs. The Federal Govern-
ment has a definite responsibility in
connection with impacted areas and this
cutback will cause serious hardships for
the districts where heavy defense facili-
ties have been established.

Public Law 874 is an example of ¢quity
and I have supported it in the past. It
must not be terminated. It would be a
false economy move penalizing the
efforts of hundreds of school districts to
meet, difficult financial burdens partially
imposed by the Federal Government.

A gecond matter which I would like
to review is the administration’s plan to
cut the school milk fund from $1¢3 mil-
lion in fiscal year 1966 to $21 million in
fiscal year 1967. Once again, this is a
false economy move. There are many
other areas where this administration
can begin an economy move which will
not affect the nutrient level of our schiool-
children. TUnder the present prosram
each child receives a half-pint of milk
with his or her school lunch. If the ad-
ministration’s recommendations are fol-
lowed, the entire program will become
discriminatory. Many children, even if
the parents can afford to buy the milk,
will begin to pass up the chance.

If the efforts to curtail the program
succeed, only children who can be shown
to be needy will receive assistance. Are
we now to have teachers ask “All poor
children raise their hands”?

Approved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400020008-8

R R

T T



Febmuary 4, 10FPT0ved FOrRalRaRe S9BORR el G1RDPEXEIA4ER000400020008-8

IV of that act—in an amount of $461
million is also provided. The bill sets
the amounts of loans, guarantees, and
commitments that may be outstanding
at any one time under each fund.

I urge my colleagues to join in pro—'

tecting the direct business loan program
so that it may have the necessary re-
sources in the future to carry out its im-
portant function.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the request of the Senator from
New York is granted.

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTI-
CLES, ETC. PRINTED IN THE
APPENDIX

On request, and by unanimous con-
sent, addresses, editorials, articles, etc.,
were ordered to be printed in the Ap-
pendix, as follows:

By Mr. RANDOLPH;

Article entitled “Huff Proud of Guys In
Vietnam,” written by Steve Guback, and
published in the Washington Evening Star
of Thursday, February 8, 1966, dealing with
observations by Sam Huff, outstanding Amer-
ican athlete, in praise of armed services per-
sonnel now fighting in Vietnam.

By Mr, LAUSCHE:

A memorial tribute to Willlam McKinley,
delivered at the wreath-laying ceremony ab
the tomb of the late President Willlam Mec~
Kinley, on January 29, 1966.

By Mr., McGOVERN:

Article entitled “Third National Confer-
ence on Amerlcan Indian Health,” written by
Agnes Fahy and Carl Muschenheim and pub-
lished in the Journal of the American Medi-
cal Assoclation of December 6, 1965.

By Mr, WILLIAMS of New Jersey:

of Cleon Throckmorton, stage designer,

Newspaper articles dealing with the d N

RESTON POINTS TO U.S, CLEAN
HANDS IN VIETNAM; THE GREAT
UNAPPRECIATED U.S. ASSET

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr., President,
few observers bring more competence,
understanding and objectivity to the de-
bate over Vietnam than James Reston
of the New York Times.

This morning Mr. Reston reports that
one of the genuine obstacles this coun-
try encounters is trying to persuade the
U.N. that the United States simply wants
to defend a principle and nothing else.

As Mr. Reston puts it:

There is a tragic misunderstanding among
many about the pollicles and purposes of
the United States. * * * They do not quite
believe that the United States is making all
this effort, taking all these casualties and ap-
propriating all this money In order to de-
fend a principle and then go away. Wash-
ington has sald it time and time agaln—
1t wants no territory, it desires no military
base, it has no commerical interest in Viet-
nam, but even many of the allied delegates
take all this with a knowing and skeptical
grin.

As Reston says if we told other na-
tions we were fighting for rubber and
rice or for a base like Singapore, they
could understand it—not approve—but
understand. -

And yet Mr. President, our greatest
strength in Vietnam is this fact—that our
hands are clean. We want nothing—

- but to stop aggression and permit an

independent country to retain its right
to determine its own way. \

In the long, long run much can be de-
cided by the good opinion of mankind—
by the conviction that one side is moral-
ly right. We have this strength in Viet-
nam. Our moral case is far stronger
than it has somchow come through-—in
spite of a valiant effort by the admin-
istration, especially by President John-
son.

It is through this moral case—this
willingness of a great nation to pay
such a terrible price for a principle in
which it deeply believes—that eventually
this Nation is going to prevail.

I ask unanimous consent that the arti-
cle by James Reston in today's New York
Times be printed at this point in the
RECORD:

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

[From the New York Times, Feb. 4, 1966]
UnNITED NATIONS: VIEW FroMm THE EAST RIVER

(By James Reston)

UnIiTep Narions, N.Y., February 8.—The
Vietnam issue has now moved from the bril-
liant arena of the United Nations Securlty
Council chamber to the delegates’ lounge,
which has comfortable chairs, a well-stocked
bar, and a lovely view of the East River.

The conversation is more civillzed here.
The delegates talk with a little more freedom
and humanity about the struggle in Vietnam,
but even when they stop spouting
propaganda, 1t is clear that there is a tragic
misunderstanding among many of them
about the policies and purposes of the
United States.

Plainly put, 1t is simply that they do not
quite believe that the United States 1s mak-
ing all this effort, taking all these casualties,
and appropriating all this money in order to
defend a principle and then go away.

Washington has sald it time and time
again—it wants no territory, it desires no
military base, it has no commercial interest
in Vietham, but even many of the allied dele-
gates take all this with a knowlng and
skeptical smile.

Maybe 1t is not surprising. The world is
not accustomed to powerful nations fighting
10,000 miles from home for anything but
commercial or strateglc interests. The idea
of America spending its wealth in Vietnam
rather than adding to its wealth, as others
have done In that traglc country, is not easy
for cynical minds.

This is the paradox in so many of these
private talks—if tho United States were fight-
ing for the rubber and rice of Vietnam, as
the French did, or trying to establish a
Gibraltar or a Singapore there, the delegates
might not approve of such a policy but they
would understand it easier than our promise
to defend frecdom and then go home.

“What are you doing at Kam Ranh Bay?”
an old allied friend sald today. “I can see
that 1t helps your supply problem, but you are
spending $100 million on 1t. Is this neces-
sary for this war, or are you building for the
long future?”

Kam Ranh Bay, north of Salgon on the
South China Sea, fascinates the veteran
diplomats here. It 1s one of the finest
natural protected harbors in all of Asla.
The Russians used 1t in the Russo-Japanese
war against the Japanese and the Japanese
used it in the last war agalnst us, and Prime
Minister Ky of South Vietnam dreams about
1t as another great commercial tourist and

-naval center, like Singapore or Hong Kong.

The delegates know we are wasteful, but
when they see us creating another Okinawa
there, they wonder, They are polite about
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it. lThey do not charge us with decelving
them, but they ask questions and they clearly
have their doubts.

“Let us assume you achleve your ends,”
another diplomat said. “You hurt the Viet-
cong and North Vietnam flnally and they
agree to talk, and some kind of compromise
government 1s set up in Saigon and you go
away.

“China,” ne continued, “will still be there.
You will have defended your principle, but
how long will it last? And what will you
achieve that will justify all the sacrifices
you and others will make between now and
then?”

These are the imponderables behind the
more technical debate in the Securlty Coun-
cil. It is tronic to hear them at the UN,
whose charter obliges all members “to take
effective collective measures * * * for the
suppression of acts of aggression.”

This, of course, is precisely what President
Johnson thinks he is doing. His tactics are
open to gquestion and his objective seems
dim, but his principle of opposing aggression
ig clear, and this was what the United Na-
tions was all about,

“yes,” sald the old diplomat, “it is hard.
We can believe anything at the UN. except
gomebody following the charter if it is not
clearly in his Interests. One day mayhbe
gomebody will make a soft landing on the
earth, but that time 1s not yet.”

MILWAUKEE SENTINEL AND WASH-
INGTON POST SCORE MEANS TEST
FOR SCHOOL MILK PROGRAM

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, as
T indicated last week in discussing the
administration’s plan to confine the
special milk program for schoolchildren
only to the needy, this program could
be implemented only with the aid of an
onerous means test. I am very glad to
say that two of our Nation’s finest news-
papers, the Milwaukee Sentinel and the
Washington "Post, have editorialized on
this very point.

The Sentinel correctly points out:

Medicare was sold in part as a way to get
away from having to apply means tests to
the elderly. Now, at the time the medicare
program is getting under way, the Federal
Government is reverting to using a means
test—worst of all on children at their most
impressionable age. Some other way ought
to be found to save $52 million.

The Post hits this point hard in an
editorial that appeared in today’s edi-
tion. First the Post points out that
market demand for milk has risen so
sharply that. the school milk program
can no longer be justified as a means of
diverting milk that would otherwise be
surplus into schools. This statement
overlooks the fact that the recent de-
cline in milk production is seasonal only.
There is no doubt in my mind that in
the months ahead we will again be pre-
sented with a substantial milk surplus
as dairy farm efficiency continues to re-
sult in high production.

Despite this mistaken argument in
support of cutting back the school milk
program, however, the Post concludes
that the program should not be cut be-
cause “this couniry can afford to en-
courage nourishing diets for its school-
children.” The editorial emphasizes
that “the talk of needy children and
needy schools merely veils a whole new
apparatus of means tests.”
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The VICH PRESIDENT. The time of

{he Senator has expired.

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may be per-
mitted to proceed for 1 more minute.

Mr. MANSHIELD. Mr. President, I
asle unanimous consent that the Secnator
from Wisconsin may proceed for an addi-
tional 3 minutes.

Tae VICE PRESIDENT. Without cb-
jection, it is so ordered.

Mo PROZMIRE. I thank the Sznator
fiom Montana.

Ay the Post puts it, “the prickly task
of delining need is to be left to local
school authorities” in no-way lessens the
impact that this means test will have on
individual children, especially in small
schools where all the children know each
other and thus know who has becn
categerized as needy by the school
authorities

#ur. President, I ask unanimous con-
rent that the editorials from the Mil-
waukee Sentinel and the Washington
Post e printed in full in the REcorp at
this point.

"1"hiere being no objection, the editorials
were ordered to be printed in the REcorb,
as fellows:

& PPoon CRITERION

In his attack on the cut President John-
spn proposes ror the school milk program,
Senator Proxmize, Derocrat of Wisconsin,
rises several serious questions.

Ty our mind, the most telling question
he hos raised is whether this proposed ro-
nrientation of the milk program to direct it
*primarily t¢ helping ncedy children” is
roing Lo make it necescary to apply a means
st 1o determine what children will receive
milk under the program.

“Nothing is more abhorrent in my mind
than requiring first and second graders to
sive evidence that dad is too poor to poy
for a half pint of milk,” Proxmire told his
Senate colleagnes in remarks denouncing the
milk program cuthack proposal.

Medicare wus sold in part as a way to get
away from hoving to apply means tests to
ihe elderly. Now, at the time the medicare
program is goetting underway, the Federal
Government is reverting to using a means
Ltest-—worst al ail on children at their most
impressionabie age. Some other way ought
i be Zound 1o save $52 million.

{IeanLTiy, WEALTHY, AND UNWISE
“The school lunch and special milk pro-
prams will focus more on needy children,”
the President said in his budget message.
{Ie intends to accomplish this laudable pur-
puse by cutting the subsidies for milk and
lunches heaviiy, and then giving a minor

fruction of the savings to special help for
poor children.
‘i'ne  Pedernl Government currentiy  is

spending $100 million a year to subsidize
jnore than 3 billion half-pint hottles of milk
Ior sehoolehildren.  The new budget pro-
panes to cut tins investmoant baick to $21
million. There is still to be milk for thosa
sehools with no other food service, according
L the bHudzel and fres milk for children
who neced it. ‘Uhe prickly task of defining
ileed 1s fo be left to the local schoal
sitihorities.

Ahout 18 miliion ehildren now get federally
subsidized schoo! lunches daily. The new
budset would eut thae subsidy for most chil-
dren by about 1 cent per lunch, and use
soine ol the savirgs to inereose the help for
thie meals In ‘needy schools.” The nel re-
duction would be $19 miilion.

One reason (or these cuts is the rocend
vhange in the market for dairy praducts.
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Previously the subsidies merely bought milk
that the Government would otherise have
had to buy under the price support program.
But market demand has risen wiiile dairy
production has dropped sigmificantly and the
subsidies are emerging, for the firsi time, as
a real cost to the Governmosnt. Bu: the milk
and the lunches served a botier pr-pose, all
these years. than merely keeping up farm
prices. They were good for childiren, and
the children continue to need th:wm. The
talk of “needy’ children and “need:y " schools
siercly vells w whole new apparatus ..f means
tosts. There is a category of sul:idies, in
which the nnit costs are low and thy benefits
broad, which are properly distribu::d with-
out menns tests. This country can afford to
encoursgee nouriching diels for it: school-
children even in a year when dairy 1rices no
lopger require that support,

Mr. HART, Mr. President, b: fore the
time of the Senator from Wise-sin ox-
pires, will he yicld to me for a ¢ ament?

Mr., PROXMIRE. I am deli:hied to
vield ta the Senator from Michican.

Mre. HART. WMr. President, I congrat-
ulate the Senator from Wisconsin for his
effort to persuade the Committic lead-
ership to return the scheol milk Lrogram
to an equitable basis. I believe rhe odi-
torials which he is submitting for the
Recorp indicate that vublic avarencss
is developing in support of thi: cffort.
I have joined him in the past, and T have
announced that in the event tiie com-
mictee fails to return the sums, both for
the school milk and the schooi lunch
programs, which I hope they will do, T
shall offer from the floor, if nec:' be, an
amendment to return them to an equita-
ble level. But I look to the Senutor, as
I have in the past, in the Approp iations
Committee, to insure that we gt right
with our consciences on this subiect.

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. Presiilont, I
thank the distinguished Senator from
Michigan, and of course I shall be de-
lighted to cosponsor or support #i5y leg-
islation along this line which '.c may
introduce.

Mr. HART. I thank the Senalor.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tho clerk
will call the roll.

Tha legislative clerk procceded Lo eall
the roll.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Presiinont, I
ask unanimous consent that th: order
tor the quorum call be reseinded.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Withsut ob-
Jection, it is so ordered.

e
{IETNAM CONTROVERSY

Mr. HART. Mr. Presidont, thouohtful
debate on Vietnam is desirable. Any
analysis of the problems, the coneerns,
and the possibilities are welcome. I he-
licve that we would enable the d:velop-
mené of a greater balance and 1:aliza-
tion of the competing principles which
are at work, as we seck a sound eniirse of
action in Vietnam, if Senators should
read the thoughtful article which was
published in the Christian Science Moni-~
tor on Tuesday, February 1, under the
byline of Saville R. Davis, entitled “Po-
litical Concepts Color Vietnam Contro-
versy.”

Mr. Davis touches sensitive nerves, but
he reminds us of the underlying prin-

E Februa:

g 4, 1966

ciples which all sides to this debate
should realize can be honorably enter-
tained by someone with whom we may
disagree.

I ask unanimous consent to have the
art’cle printed in the Recorv.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Rrcorb,
as follows:

[From the Christian Science Monitor, Feb. 1,
1966]

Porirical, ConcEPTS COLOR VIETNAM (JONTRO-
VERSY

{*"Tell me a man’s political ideas and 111
tell you what he thinks about Vietnam.” This
remark, in one of the many intense discus-
sions of topic No. 1 here, touched off the
following report on conversations tynieal of
current debates on Vietnam between liberals,
conservatives, and moderates.)

(By Saville R. Davis)

WASIHINGTON.—When the outer Luyvers are
peeled off the now familiar arguments over
Vietnam, the going gets more difficult. De-
bate hardens close to the core. There is a
tendency, observable in countless such argu-
ments here, for ideoclogies to take over.

It is the man on the radical right who
wants to challenge Asian communism at the
source in Peiping. It is the committed left-
winger who wants to pull out. It is the po-
litical center, and the moderates cn each
side, who argue within the limits of the pres-
ent U.S. policy—the balancing of both peace-
making and force.

For anyone who is baflled or frusirated by
the argument over Vietnam, it is uscful to
take it apart. What are these fixed positions
that divide the sophisticates in this Capital
City, where the debate constantly rages?

To begin with, all hands want peace. The
difference comes over how to get there. The
rightist thinks the Communists will back
down if you really challenge them. The left-
ist snys this is a revolution more than » war:
that the real conflict is political and eludes
military force. The moderates don’c accept
either thesis, and so combine some of each.

This is an echo of the ideological debates
of the 1930°s turned the other way around.
In those days the right couldn’t quite belicve
that Hitler and Mussolini and tae Japanese
militarists were as bad as they seemed to
be. Weren’t they holding the new threats of
communism and socialism and leftist trade
unions in check? 8o the right declined to
take a firm stand against the Pascist ngpres-
sor. And the result was the Fascist advance
until it had to be stopped by world war.

Today the tables are turned. It's like a
square dance: “The head couples cross over,
and on the other side stand.”

LINES TIGHTEN

Now il is the left that cannot quite liclieve
the Communists are as bad as they scem to
be. Arcn’'t they bringing social change, al-
beit roughly and forecibly, where chinge is
badly needed? Aren’t some Communisis less
dangerous than others? Aren’t the native
radicals in countries like Vietnam the people
who ought to be enccuraged? So Lhe left
gravely doubts the value of an all-oul cold-
wor stand against the Communists in a
backward country like Vietnam.

In any conversation there is always n cer-
tain amount of preliminary spsrring.

Says the left: Communism is noi like
fascism. You cannot compare the two.
Hitler went against the tide of Listory,
against the tide of social reform. Commu-
nism uses cxtremist methods, to be sure, but
1t moves the other way. Its fault is that
it goes too far, trying to use viclence to
topple the old order.

Says the right: But communism is 5 power
system, and this is a world divided into two
great power blocs just as it was before.
Start one side down the warpath of ngrres-

Approved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400020008-8




February 4, 14¥8Proved ForBrleases2iON0? RECHRRPEE TBN044§R000400020008-8

sion and I don’t care what you think of its
motives—it will upset the balance of power.
The result, just as it was with Hitler, will
be a world war to stop it. Maybe a nhuclear
war this time. And a dictatorship of the left
is worse than a dictatorship of the right—Iit
destroys the values of an organized society.

The two arguments don't meet, Then the
lines begin to tighten.

Right: If you force the lissue, and stand
up to the Communists right now, that would
end it. They would have to back down.
They can't take it.

Moderate: Why can’t they? The Germans
did, when their cities were half destroyed.
The Japanese did, when Tokyo was half
burned. The Communists are a resource-
ful, determined adversary. Why should they
give In? Show them force, but then glve
them a chance to back down. Don't threaten
their lives and make them flght for sur-
vival. Let them live, so long as they don't
cross someone else’s border,

Left: That won’t work either. You “show
them force” and you are already onh the
treadmill, going up. They have to match
your force each time, and you have to match
theirs. The only way out is to recognize that
the Vietnamese patriots of the reslstance
movement, now based on Hanol, don’t want
to become lackeys of Peiping any more than
the South Vietnamese do. Leave them alone
and they will resist the Chinese Reds,

Right: That’s nonsense. They are cap-
tives of Peiping. You don’t serlously think
the hard-core, pro-Chinese faction in Hanol
would let the Independents or the pro-Soviet
faction play Tito, do you?

Left: Well, Tito did, and got away with 1.
He's still standing, and the Kremlin is com-
ing his way, now.

Moderate: I think you both overemphasize
the need to end the war quickly. Neither of
you like land fighting, and it is ugly stuff, to
be sure. Man against man, as well as ma-
ehines and chemicals against men. It revolts
kindhearted men and women and sensitive.
young students. You all applauded Presi-
dent Kennedy when the Cuban crisis was
over. It was over nice and quickly. But let’s
not fool ourselves, he was playing with some-
thing far worse than In Vietnam—nuclear
fire.

That’s the only way to stop aggresslon—to
have it out sooner rather than later., But he
stopped the Russlans with nuclear missiles.
Had anything gone wrong, some 200 million
people could have been killed in the fArst
exchange. The casualties in Vietnam are In-
human enough, but they are not to be com-
pared with the risks in the big Western tests
of strength in the cold war, and you both
approved those.

RULE OF THE FEW

Right: But the use of bilg force worked,
didn't 1t? The Russians were stopped. And
the Chinese would be, too.

Left: You are both missing the polint.
Cuba was a showdown directly between Khru-
shchev and Kennedy. So were the Berlin
crises. In southeast Asia, it is the little Viet-
namese who are belng half destroyed while
the big powers have it out on their territory.

1 repeat: this is more a polltical and social
revolution than it is a war, for the Viet-
namese. The rule of the few, established by
the French and taken over, unfortunately,
by the Americans, 1s being overthrown by
native revolutionaries, just like the resist-
ance movement in France. Granted they
turned to the Communists for help and get
their guns and strategy from the north. But
to the Vietnamese, this is mostly a long over-
due revolt against a medleval order.

Right: The Communists came to the vil-
lages of Vietnam with revolutionary propa-
ganda and blandishments, all right. But they
held on with naked terror, directed against
the village chlefs and landowners and the
life. And now it has turned into a ruthless

increase of Vietcong taxes and selzures of
crops and forced drafting of peasants for
goldiers. What kind of revolution do you
think the Vletnamese want?

Moderate: Ambassador Lodge is frying
very hard to bring a revolution, American
style, 50 the people will have an alternative
choice to Communist revolution. You know
the peasants are familiar with what hap-
pened in North Vietnam and China: First
the farmers were promised land; then thelr
crops were natlonalized &t low prices fixed
by the state. That was no revolution. Mr,
Lodge and the AID administration and some
of the military people—particularly the ma-
rines—are going all cut to help the villagers
in the right way.

DOOR OPEN TO RADICALS

Right and left both: Come, come. Surely
you don’t think that the American Govern-
ment machine is going to conduct a revolu-
tion in the middle of a terrible war? Or
that the Vietnamese military government
really wants it? Be realistic.

Right: Besldes it’s too dangerous in war-
time. You open the door to soclal change
and radicals will walk in, Then you've lost
your war and your revolution, too.

Left: The United States simply isn't going
to give the radicals a chance. We have al-
most always intervened on the side of re-
action in Asia, and against social change.
We think that's the only safe way. We don't
trust revolutionaries. No, this question has
to be left to the Vietnamese. Americans,
cautious as we are, can’t conduct their revo-
lutions for them.

Moderate: Leave it to the Vietnamese, in-
deed. They are the ones who don't know
how. First the French and then, I am sorry
to say, the Americans armed and financed
one old-style dictatorship after another, and
no reform movement was allowed to show
its head. We have to help them modernize
their government. We have to stop prevent-
ing them from doing it, and turn around and
show them how. As things stand now, if we
pull out and “leave it to them,” the Com-
munists will easlly take over.

Left: But they won't. This Is where you
don’t understand politics. The Vietnamese
are more intelligent and independent minded
than you think or the American officlals over
there pretend. Like everyone else, In this
modern world where socail change and the
toppling of reactionary governments is in
the very wind, they know what they want.
And the last thing they want 1s the Com-
munist Chinese.

Right: The Communists would never give
them @ chance.

POWER DISPUTED

Moderate: I agree. We come right back
t0 where we started. We have two issues
here and we can't separate them. One is
power, the other is social change. So far as
the Communists are concerned this is a war
of conquest and we can't let them win 1t,
That would be the direct road to world war.
So far as the Vietnamese are concerned, this
is the moment for that long-promised civil-
ian government in Saigon that will take care
of its people’s needs and not just sit on the
lid and hold the people down. We have 0
do both.

Right: You talk of power but you don't
understand power. That’s the trouble with
you middie grounders. You are moderates
and you want to use power moderately and
1t can’t be done. In a test of strength, you
have to be ready to go the limit and force
the other fellow to recognize it and therefore
to back down. If you are determined enough
and know your own mind and understand
the way power works, you can do it. Other-
wise the Communists, who know what power
is, will simply do you in.

Moderate: Don’t call me names or I'll
retallate. You know what power 1is, all
right—power that leads straight up the lad~
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der to world war., It's the clvilian control
of power, using it with restraint and not ever
allowing 1t to get out of hand, that is our
only hope in today’s nuclear world.

ASSURANCE LACKING

Left: Power, power—you talk of nothing
else when the world cries out for a decent
life in these countries and that's a kind of
power you don’t understand. Give it a chance
and 1t will outwit the Communist. They can’t
rule other countries with success today, any
more than the old colonial countries could.
Communist rule would generate the resist-
ance to overthrow it,

Right: Well, just don’t give them the
chance to try, thank you very much.

Moderate: Gentlemen—Iisten to me. The
left can’t give us any assurance that the
Communists won’t use violence, as they
frankly say they will, to get control of third
countries and hold their control. The right
can’t glve us any assurance that the game of
power won’t end in world war—nuclear war.

You are each obsessed with only one side
of this picture. We have to deal with both
problems—the military and the civillan—
and help to show the world that both polit-
ical power and military power can be used
in strict subordination to the democratic
ideal.

CASE RESTS

Left: It's just like the Negro problem Iin
the South, If you talk even-handedly in a
nice idealistic way about balancing law and
order, on the one hand, and equal rights on
the other, all you'll get is law and order,
and no rights. Unless you put your social
convictions flrst, the conservative structure
of society will prevent you from achieving
them—the police and military will steal the
show away from your ldeals every time. It's
that way in Vietham.

Right: Unless you defend your world
against the totalitarians, you won’t have any
world to practice your ideals in, Unless
you're stronger than they are, and prove it,
the world is theirs because they’ll take it.
And then where will your convictions be?

If the listening correspondnet can break in
at this point, he will rest his case. Without
pressing the point too far, the conversations
like this that rage up and down Washington
show a pattern, When the chips of argu-
ment are down, it is the ldeology, the polit-
ical attitude of each speaker, that usually
gives shape to his arguments.

Since there are more moderates than men
of the right and left in Washington today,
and in the country as well, it is the moder-
ates who have the most votes for the present,
And in the future?

FOREIGN AID PROPOSAL TO DE-
VELOP FOREIGN AGRICULTURE

Mr. BASS. Mr. President, President
Johnson has sent to the Congress a mes-
sage setting forth his suggested program
on foreign aid. I am particularly happy
with two aspects contained in these pro-
posals. I was gratified to see that eco-
nomic aid was separated from military
assistance and to note that the empha-
sis on developing foreign agriculture was

~ prominent. :

There is no economic success story
quite like the story of American agri-
culture. From farm superabundance,
Americans are able to provide vast
amounts of surplus foods to the lesser
developed nations of the world.

But U.S. productivity cannot forever—
or for long—keep pace with the de-
mands of hungry populations, increas-
ing at a rate of 2% to 3 percent every
year. By 1975, it is estimated that the
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world food gap will excecd the entire
current production of American wheat.
By 1985, it will surpass Awmcrica’s total
sroduciive caracity.

These sloggering projections make it
very plain that ecountries facing food
chortages must raisc the productive ca-
vacity of their farmlands and bring un-
used reserves of land under cultivation.
Presicdent  Johnson proposes to  bring
qore and moare of our resources to bear
v Lhis eriiiesl problem in the year
saond.

Many of us are familiar with some of
shoe oroorarns underway in Africa, Asia,
and Labtin America.

Fin Mexicn, we have seen what commer-
cial credits can do for the small farmer
who needs inseeticides for his esrafields
or a new weil to imprave production.

Thanks to the introducticn of com-
mereial feriilivers in south India, the
oroductive canacities of 46,500 farmers
ave been raised.

‘The ferli izer program was developed
by AID techinical teams, part of a con-
iinTevnt of 1,000 UJS. technicians cur-
»ently working throughout the world to
iwlp farmers solve production problems.

Al the sarie time, the multiole agricul-
tural services provided AID have per-
suaded many governments to streamline
their own natinonal farm production poli-
cies.  For example, in the past, year Tndia
completely reversed prior policies by es-
tablishing a production-incentive, price-
support program for grains.

In *atin America, 14 eountries have
instituted land reform programs and the
pace at which Latin American farmers
are actually getting land tit'es is steadily
increasing.,

AlL of these are eonvineing reasons for
making available to people in other lands
{he sechnolngizal advances which have
helned to mer ke onr farmer, in the Presi-
dent's well-chnsen words, “the preatest
producer the world has ever known.”

TMW JOURNAL ARTICLF CLAINMS
RESIDUAL OIL DUMPING OUT-
LAWED BY GOVERNMENT OF
VHINEZUKLA
Mr. RANIDOLPH. Mr. President, the

Webruary 1, 1966, issue of the United

Mine Workers Journal includes an in-

teresting articlie in discussisn of action

by the Government of Venezuela decres-

ing that no disesunts in excess of 10

percent below the posted price of re-

sidual oil will be perm:itted.

Thie articie in the UMW Journal, hy
ushrod Howard, sneculates that the
Venezutelan Government’s action could
mean an increase in the price of residual
oil importec into the United States of
up to 30 cents a barrel, equivalent to
$1.30 per ton of coal.

Mr. Howard's article further notes:

This actior of the Government of Vene-
Zziela. proves the contention of the UMWA
and the coal industry that Venezuelan resid-
til oil has tor years been dumped in the
United States by the international oil com-
punies at distress prices in order to drive
Zumerican eoal aut, of its traditional markets.

My, President, I ask unanimous eonsent
that the United Mine Workers Journal
thought-provoking article be printed in

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

the Recorp beecause it is a candid discus-
sion of a subject—residual fuel oil im-
ports—which had atlention in this
Chamber ecarlier in the week.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

[From the United Mine Workers Journal,
Feb. 1, 1964]

O DUMPING OUTLAWED

LRNMENT OF ViNETUGRLA

{By Bushrod Howard)

The Coverrment of Venazuela hr : doereed
that no discounts in execess of 10 parcent
below the wosted price of residual oil will
be permitted. This could menn an increase
in ibe price of residual oil imported into the
United stowes of up to $0 cents n barrel,
equivalent to $1.30 o ton of coal.

This action of the Govaernment of Vene-
mucla proves the contention of the UMWA
and the conl industry thit Veneziiclan re-
sidual oil has for years besn dump:d in the
United States by the international nil com-
panies, at cistress prices, to drive American
conl out of its traditional mnrkets

Venezuels’s action also proves what this
writer has maintained for the past 7 years,
that the international oil cartel ias con-
sistently misrepresented the position of Vene-
7uela to the U.S. Government, to che Con-
gress and to the Americin public These
selfish advocates of a pulicy that dumps
residual oil at distress prices in order to
drive coal oul of its mark:ts, have persisted
and have been supported Ly the U.S Depart-
ment of State, The State Departiment has
contended that any restriciion on reridual oil
imperts wonld harm United States-Venezu-
elan relations.

RESIOUAL s¥ Gov-

* * *® ¥ *
NO CONFLICT BETWEEN VINEZUELA., UNITED
STATES COsL

Thrre is not, and never has boen, any
conflict between the interests and ohjectives
of the Government of Veneruela and the
American coal industry. T.ast weel:, repre-
sentatives of the Venezuelan Go:o
once again confirmed this fact to th
Venezuela does not want its oil du
distress prices. Venezuela does not want to
nave its oil burned under baoilers if tiis means
that there will be no adequate rcturn on
wlat s an irreplaceable natural resource.
When the international cil comp:nies sell
Venezuelan residual oil at a distress nrice to
compete unfairly with American coaul, they
are wasting Venezuela’s capital and wrineipal
source of wealth.

Why has Veneruela wailed for 7 years to
take this action? The answer ix simple.,
Venezuela had been blackmailed by the in-
ternational oil cartel. The cartel docided to
exploit the vast, low-cost—and politically
unsafe—Middle East oil fields and keep
Venezuela's oil as a future reserve. Vene-
7zuela’s normal petroleum markets in South
America, the United States, Canuda, and
northiern Europe were given to Middle East
oil. Venezuela was given the “residual oil
inarket,” which was expanded into the
American coal market, by gelling the residual
oil at ever lower prices.

Why did Venezuela not complair: to and
explain its position to the Departinent of
State? The Venezuelans and oth:r small
countries have long belleved that tie inter-
national oil cartel controls American oil
policy in Weshington and that an oven fisht
with the oil interests would resul, in an
actively hoslile policy by the Department of
State against the complaining government.
in 20 years of experience, I have necer been
able to find any evidence that wonld con-
vince a reagonable man that this rear was
not true.

What made the Venezuelans aci?
doubtedly, it was Secretary Udall:

Un-
recent
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and dramatic increase in the residual oil
quota of 35 million barrels. The Venezuclans
had hoped that a realistic guota, together
with increasing demand, would result in o
reasonable price for its residusl oil. Sccree
tary Udall’s actions indicated to Venezuola
that either quotas would be removed alto-
gether or be increased so that they would e
virtually meaningless. This meant that ils
share in the price of residual oil would con-
stantly decrease as the cartel dropped the
price to obtain more and more of the Ameri-
can coual market. Its move was a move of
desperation,

The oil lobby has already started a major
offensive to discredit Venezucia. It now
talks of an adverse effect on the balanee of
payments (although it used to 30y that pay-
ments to Venezucla did not affect our bal-
ance of payments, as Venezuela spent. oll the
money that it received in the United 5lates).
The oil lobby also maintains that New Eng-
land consumers will suller. Yet, it is estib-
lished American policy to protect single com-
modity exporting countries against disastrous
falls in price. An example is the Interna-
tional Coflee Agrcement, which increnses the
price of coffee to the American consumer,
but protects Brazil and other coilce pro-
ducers agninst disaster.

It is, in this writer’s opinion, time to start
to tear off the American flag that the oil
lobby wraps around its selfish and dangercus
policies. Venezuela’s complaints are justi-
fled and have existed for at least 10 years.
Venezuela and the American coal industry
have had no conflict of interest or of poliny.
Yet, the oil cartel, for quick and immediate
profits, has wasted the natural resources of
Venezuela in an attempt to destroy Ameri-
can coal’s natural domestic market.

Venezuela is the most secure and friendly
country on which to depend for any oil we
may necd for foreign sources. In World War
II, although in the early years all patroleum
shipping was sharply curtailed by submarine
action, Venezuelan oil was the rmost depend-
able of any foreign source. The MidJie Enst
oil fields were useless. In the Korean war
the Iranian refinery, on which we depended
for aviation gasoline, was unavailable (Mos-
sadegh had nationallzed the oil industry) .
But, Venezuelan oil was available. In the
Suez crisis, we agoin had to rely on Vene-
zuelan oil, as the unstable Middle Enst oil
agaln was cut off.

The oil cartel makes more money on Middle
East oil. It has, therefore, made the United
States and its allies increasingly dependent
upon Middle Bast oil. It has made sure that
in the U.S. oil import program no advantage
will be given to Venezuelan oil.

Now Venezuela has decreed that its resid-
ual oil may not be exported without a fair
payment to Veneczuela. Its motive and ils
Interest is plainly expressed in the decres,
“the cconomic preservation of oil wlich is
the basis of the country’s economy and the
principal source of Income for its develop-
ment.”

All Venezuelans are waiting to sec how suc-
cessful the oil lobby will be in its attempt
to force a cancellation of this deeres. It
only acted because the residual oil quota
policy of the Department of Intericr was
hurting it as much as it was hurting the
American coal industry. If the oil Iekby suc-
ceeds in bringing major American precsure
on Venezuela to surrender, Fidel Castro and
the Communists will be the major heneli-
claries, becanse it will appear to Venegurlans
that “monopoly capitalism controls Amcrican
policy.”

What Venezucla has done is rensonahls and
neccssary protection of its major capital re-
source. Itisan attempt to limit the destruc-
tive and economically senseless fight hetween
American coal and Venezuelan oil that only
benefits international oil. It is not only in
the interest of the American coal industry,
but in the larger American national inlerest,
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that Venezuela, a friendly and democratic
country, be given a fair and impartial hear-
ing by the American Government,

STATEMENT OF ASSETS AND LIA-
BILITIES BY SENATOR CASE

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent to place in the Recorp a
statement for my wife and myself of our
assets and liabilities at the end of 1965
and our income for that year.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

ASBETS

Cash in checking and savings ac-
counts (after provision for Fed-
eral income tax for 1965) and
U.S. bonds, approximately._.__-

Life insurance policies with the fol-
lowing insurers (currently pro-
viding for death benefits totaling
$144,585) : U.S. Group Life Insur-
ance; Aetna Life Insurance Co.;
Connecticut Life Insurance Co.;
Connecticut Mutual Life Insur-
ance Co.; Continental Assurance
Co.; Equitable Life Assurance So-
ciety; Provident Mutual Life In-
surance Co. of Philadelphia;
Travelers Insurance Co.; cash
surrender value and accumulated
dividends o o

Retirement contract with Federal
Employees - Retirement System
(providing for single life annuity
effective January 3, 1967 of $13,-
116 per annum). Senator CASE'S
own contributions to the fund

- total, without Interest._ ...~

Annuity contracts with Teachers
Insurance & Annuity Association
and College Retirement Equities
Fund. As at December 31, 1964,
these contracts (estimated to
provide an annuity beginning at
age 65 of $953) had an accumula-
tion value of ol

Stocks as listed on schedule A._.__

Real estate: consisting of residence
building lot on Elm Avenue, Rah-
way, N.J., and house in Washing-
ton, D.C. (original cost plus capl-
tal expenditures, $71,400, Iess
mortgage on Washington prop-
erty, $24,679) oo

Tangible personal property in Rah-
way apartment and Washington
house, estimated ____._______ -

Contingent interest in a small trust
fund of which Chase Manhattan
Bank of New York is trustee; in-
come from this was less than
$20 in 1965.

$55, 000

57, 865

24, 684

8, 250
280, 570

46, 721

10, 000

LIABILITIES
None except mortgage above listed.
INCOME IN 1965

Senate salary and allowances, $31,-
050, less estimated expenses al-
lowable as Income tax deductions
of $6,800 (actual expenses con-
slderably exceed this figure) ...

Dividends and interest on above se-
curities and accounts- .-

Brookings Institution seminar____

Miscellaneous: Chase Manhattan
Bank, trustee, and Investors Di-
versified Services o oo 25

CLIFFORD P, CASE,

24, 250

11, 656
150

FEBRUARY 4, 1066.
No, 19——3

SCHEDULE A

Stocks
(Common, unless otherwise noted)

No.. of
shares
American Electric Power Co_.-~ 896
American Natural Gas Co--- - 548
American Tel. & Tel. Co_.. - 200
Citles Service COmmmmmmc - 104

Consolidated Edison Co. of New
YoOrK e 400

Consolidated Edison Co, of New
York $5 preferred -——o——---_- 50

Detroit Edison COocoocaomeo 100
General Electric COo e 100
General Motors COrp- - ccmeeao 150
Household Finance Corp.; $4.40

cumulative convertibles pre-

ferred oo m——— e 100
International Business Machines

{6703 5 » U 30
Investors Mutual, Inc_ - 2,319,079
Madison Gas & Electric Coo-.____ 120
Marine Midland Corp - 563
Merck & Co., ITne_ o~ 200
Tri-Continental Corp.__.-—_ ... 1,200
Union County (N.J.) Trust Co___. 224
Warner-Lambert Pharmaceutical

CO e e 200

NORTH

Mr. HARRIS.
resumption of bombing in North Vietnam
was discussed last Sunday in Oklahoma
City, before the President announced his
decision. Five Members of the Okla-
homa congressional delegation were pres-
ent at a press conference attended by
State publishers and editors assembled
for the annual meeting of the Oklahoma
Press Association. All five said they
would, of course, support President John-
son if he should make the decision to
resume bombing. Besides myself, those
present from the Congress were the dis-
tinguished senior Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr. MonrONEY] and U.S. Repre-
sentatives Tom STEED, JOHN JARMAN, and
JED JOHNSON, JR.

My distinguished senior colleague [Mr.
MonroNEY] elaborated on his support of
the President in a telecast over KOCO-
TV, Oklahoma City, on Monday night
after the decision was announced.

I ask unanimous consent to have the
transeript of his television comment
placed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR MONRONEY ON KOCO-
TV, OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA., MONDAY, JANU=-
ARY 31, 1966
I support the President. He is taking the

only course possible in ordering the resump-

tion of bomblng of North Vietnam.

He sought in a worldwlde effort to bring
the dispute to the peace table during the
suspension of the bombing in North Vietnam
for more than a month, He now asks the
Unilted Natlons to medlate the dispute.

I favor the same pattern of bombing that
prevalled before the suspension, striking at
military targets such as armament and ord-
nance concentrations, camps, and supply
routes and tratls. The effectiveness of our

2025

military operations In South Vietnam in sup-
port of the South Vietnamese Government
requires the constant interdiction with con-
ventional high explosive weapons of the
supply routes from the north.

AGRICULTURAL PROSPERITY—AD-
DRESS BY VICE PRESIDENT HUM-
PHREY

Mr. MONDALE. Mr. President, every
Member of this body is aware that Amer-
ican agriculture has just begun to emerge
from an era of decline. The number of
family-type farms continues its down-
ward spiral, but net farm income is at an
alltime high—up nearly 40 percent in
the last 5 years alone.

The fact that American agriculture
has survived this trying time at all is
largely the result of imaginative and in-
telligent legislation written by Congress
in the last few years.

One of the architects of this agricul-
tural prosperity was my distinguished
predecessor, Vice President HuserT H.
HumpHREY. If we are seeking an accu-
rate appraisal of where American ag-
riculture has been, and an enlightened
prediction of what lies ahead for it, we
could logically turn to Mr. HUMPHREY.

He has provided us with such a state-
ment, On November 18, 1965, before
the Farmers Union Grain Terminal As-
sociation in St. Paul, Minn,, the Vice
President summarized the agricultural
sltuation in which we find ourselves to-
day. He also turned to the future, not
only in domestic agriculture but to the
necessity of creating agricultural abun-
dance abroad.

I commend the remarks of the Vice
President on this occasion to my col-
leaguecs, and I ask unanimous consent
that his address be printed in its en-
tirety at this point in the REecorp.

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the REecorp,
as follows:

Remarks oF VicE PrEsIDENT HUBERT HUuM-
PHREY, FARMERS UNION GRAIN TERMINAL
ASSOCIATION, 20TH ANNUAL CONVENTION,
8T. PaurL, Minn.,, NovEMBER 18, 1965
One hundred years ago Abraham Lincoln

said, “I like to see a person proud of the

community In which he lives. And I also
like to see someone living in such a way that
his community is proud of him.”

This can be sald today of the Farmers
Union GTA and my friend Blll Thatcher.
For more than B0 years your organization
has led the way toward agricultural progress.
I might add that, without your help, much
of today’s constructive farm legislation never
would have been enacted.

I have worked for the Amerlcan agricul-
tural community for many years. For I
know the strength—and not just economie
strength—that our Nation draws from the
soll,

In many of those years I must say that I
have felt a disappointment, and sometimes
even discouragement, regarding the result
of those efforts, and the efforts of so many
others,

But today the words are not disappolnt-
ment and discouragement—they are opti-
mism, falth and hope.
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The time is near when, I belicve, this Na-
tion and the world will both fully utilize—
and fully appreciate—the positive force Tor
goud ihat lies in our American farmland.

‘mes are good. Net farm income is up-—
and on the way up. - Net income per Ameri-
can farm this year will be $4,150—nearly 40
percent higher than just b years ago.

At the same lime, take a look at the silos.

sSorpluses nre down. Grain surpluses are
near adequate reserve levels for the first time
in nearly a decade.

'arm exports are up. ‘I'his fiscal year we
will expori over a billion dollars worth each
al wheat, fecd grains and soybeans. Today
one of every five acres of American farm
production goes into world markets.

And all the while, the American people
continue to enjoy an increasingly better bar-
pain in food. The average family spends less
of its incomeo today for food than ever be-
jore—and will spend an even smaller portion
in the years ahead.

Only 5 years ago, many people felt only an
aching frustration when they thought abcut
apgriculture. The prevalent notion was that
1o sointion could be found to the problems
of surplus and subsidy through farm pro-
Erams.

That was the beginning of an arducus
struggle to devise farm policies which would
improve farm income and make better use
of our abundance—policies which would bal-
ance production with wuse while reducing
surpluses ana their cost.

It has been a period of trial, a period in
which the extremes in farm policy have been
gradually cut away. Few people today—
far fewer than in 1960-—hold the position
that farm programs are not needed.

T'here is a growing realization that—if we
are to contirue to enjoy the benefits of an
abundant agriculture—then we must insure
that it is both productive and prosperous

On November 3 President Johnson signed
the Food and Agriculture Act ot 1965, a leg-
islative landmark which reflects the new ap-
nroach to farm policy which began to develop
5 years ago.

In the words of the President:

“with this legislation, we reap the wisdom
required during more than 3 decades of trial
and ettort.

“Our objectives remain what they hive
boen for more than 30 years:

“Tv let the free American farmer use all
his skill and initiative to produce agricul-
tural abundance, in return for a fair reward.

“To bring nvery American a plentiful sup-
ply of food, at the lowest possible cost.

“To avoid accumulating costly surpluses of
eainmodities we do not need.”

This new agriculture program recognizes
that the marke(place is the best mechanism
to determine the flow and pace of commercial
farmung., Most farm products will no longer
move in domestic and world markets at
artificially high prices. Instead, they will be
puided by conditions of supply and demand.

The income gains made over the past 5
years will bc maintained and strengthened
Lhrough direct payments to tarmers who co-
operate in the program.

And with a 4-year program, the tarmer will
he able to plan ahead with pgreater assurace
ihnan ever before.

Y3, we have turned a corner in our agri-
sultural policies. But we do not delude our-
selves into ithinking that these policies in
hemselves will give us all the answers for
the future. No, what we have done today is
Lo set our agriculture house in better order
«n lhat we may begin to challenge the
riorities of tomorrow.

‘L'hat is why 1 am particularly pleased to
nee DUr. Sherwood Berg here with us tonight.
ile has been selected by President Johnson to
head the National Advisory Commission on
Puod and Fiber in an exhaustive study of the
future implications of farm policies on the
domestic economy and on our world pcosi-

T
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tion. This study will be done by 30 of the
Nation's outstanding citizens in the fields of
agriculture, business, lahor consvumer In-
terest, and education.

For the first time, too, a Presidernt has es-
taklished a Cabinet-level committee —ineclud-
ing the Secretaries of Agricultwie, State,
Commerce, and Labor—to work with the
Commission and to advise him on agricul-
tural policy of the future. He hus named
Secretary Freeman to lead this activity.

Five years ago, a study of this nat.ure would
not Iiave been possible, for all our energy
and wisdom had to be directed tow:ird imme-
diate crises: The crises of declining farm in-
come and expanding farm surpluses,

Today we are able to direct our energy and
wisdomn to approaching needs—needs of a
changing American society and a world where
population increase threatens to outrun
man's capacity to feed himself.

We have learned tfrom a decade nd more
of experience that food aid is a creative in-
serument,

Our food-for-peace program is today a
basic part of our foreign policy.

But food ald must and will be improved
and expanded.

For it 1s appalling—it Is an intolerable
statistic—that the diets of two out of three
people on this earth seem more likely to
deteriorate than to improve in the vears just
ahead.

And it is equally intolerable tha! the gap
between the rich and poor of the world
widens each year.

Where men are hungry, where men see
themselves surrounded by a world of wealth
they do not share, they are easy prey to
prophets of violence and disorder. Hunger
and destitution are the recrulting agents for
cominunism.

Men have little time for thought of free
institutions—as much as they seck those
institutions—while their families lie starv-
ing and weak.

And peace has an uncertain life in an
environment of injustice and hope«lessness.

We can and must continue not only to
shore cur abundance of food and fiber, but
also to share our abundance of technical
and scientific skills,

We must help developing countries build
fertilizer plants, dig wells, use modern tools.
And we are. We must help them build rural
homes, roads, hospitals and community fa-
cilities. And we are.

We must encourage them to allocate their
resources not just to long-rangc projects
which may one day aid industrialization—
but also to projects which help create a
modern, homegrown agriculfural economy
so that people may be fed now and tomor-
row.

Wea must literally get in and dig »nd work
side-by-side with men seeking a better life
in other places.

Thris great task—this encormous chillenge—
faces us today and tomorrow. Its dimen-
sions alone require action—action born out
of concern for children and nations who
hunger, rather than fear of failure.

The stakes are high: The stakes ire peace
and the future of mankind.

For a just peace, after all, mu-t be es-
taklished lest all man's progress be iost to
the works of war.

And peace will never be established in a
world wherz two-thirds of mankin«d literally
starves for well-being and a place in the
suIL

Nor can we of the rich nations live in
good conscience, within the walls of our rich
city, while our fellow men desperately seek
to preak out of poverty.

To prescrve the peace—to be true to our-
selves—we must devote our energies and
our productivity to making life happier, freer
and more abundant for the whole family of
man.

1966
LIBERALIZING TAX DEDUCTIONS
FOR THE LONG-NEGLECTED .

MINING INDUSTRY

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, it is
with great pleasure I call attention of the
Senate to the report of the House Wavs
and Means Committee on the bill H.}2.
4665, introduced by Representative Ar
ULLmMman, to liberalize tax deductions for
exploration expenditures of the mining
industry. Representative ULLrman’s bill
is a companion bill to S. 338, which I in-
troduced January 8, 1965, with the co-
sponsorship of Senators Arrorr, BarT-
LETT, BENNETYT, BiBLE, CaNNON, CHURCIHE,
DoMINICK, HART, JACKSON, JORDAN of
Idaho, Lone of Missouri, McGOVERW,
METCALF, MoNTOYA, MoOSss, MUNBLT,

- RANDOLPH, and SIMPSON.

The legislation which has now becn
reported by the Ways and Means Com-
mittee—where it was required to origi-
nate because it is a tax measure-—is one
the mining industry has repeatedly indi-
cated would be particularly beneficial to
it. The purpose of the law is to remove
an existing restriction in the Internal
Revenue Code which limits deductions of
the mining industry for exploration ex-
penses to a total of $400,000 with an an-
nual limitation of $100,000. As I pointed
out when T introduced S. 338, this
arbitrary restriction on deduction of ex-
ploration expenses essential to develop-
ment of a mining property results in an
unwarranted inhibition on investment
in mining enterprises. This, in turn,
limits employment opportunities, limits
income of those emploved, and inevitably
retards development of mineral resources.
Enactment of liberalizing legislation
would make possible increased explora-
tion of mineral deposits which, then,
instead of remaining worthless and
buried, could contribute to a. more pros-
perous economy for the United States.

The mining industry has a special en-
titlement to the kind of assistance it
would receive as a result of liberalizing
the tax laws. This industry, uniquely,
has been the stepchild of the Federal
Government. for too long. Relief pro-
grams of subsidy, technical assistance
and tax relief have been granted for
other groups, such as agriculture, trans-
portation, and many other industrial
enterprises. In the case of the mining
industry, however, very little Federal help
has ever beenn made available. The legis-
lation to liberalize tax deductions for ex-
ploration expenditures is a modest step
toward obtaining assistance for miners
on a scale commensurate with that pro-
vided other industries.

Now that the Ways and Means Com-
mittee has acted, I hope the measure will
pass the House quickly and that we will
have an opportunity to pass it in the
Senate in the very near future.

A TENNESSEAN ON THE ADVISORY
COMMISSION ON INTERGOVERN-
MENTAL RELATIONS
Mr. BASS. Mr. President, for the first

time a Tennessean has been appointed

to the Advisory Commission on Inter-
governmental Relations. This Commis~
sion brings together representatives of
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